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Current Topics. 
The South Eastern Circuit. 

NEARLY FIFTY years have passed since propositions were 
brought forward for the abolition of the Home (now the South 
Eastern) Circuit. Railways had brought the assize towns so 
near to London that the civil business had gradually declined. 
The laws relating to venue were, however, so indulgent that a 
number of belated London causes were allowed to be entered 
in the Surrey cause lists, and the existence of this — 
business was used as an atgument for the maintenance of the 
circuit. The London (Surrey) cause list has long been a thing 
of the past, and the business of the circuit has continued to 
decline. We now hear that it is proposed to reduce the number 
of towns at which civil business is to be taken and to allow 
causes to be entered at Lewes and- Cambridge only. This 
| consolidation of business may possibly induce London suitors 
| to enter their causes for trial on the circuit in the hope that they 
'may be heard sooner than if they had remained in the 
| Metropolis. 
| 
The Proposed Amendments as to Land Value 
Duties. 
| THE AMENDMENTS of the Finance Act, 1910, which are pro- 
| posed by the Government, include two important changes with 
regard to the land value duties. Section 4 of the Act directs 

that the increment value duty accruing on the transfer on sale 
é grant of a lease of land shall be paid by the transferor or 
| lessor, but there is no provision forbidding him to sbift the 
| burden on to the transferee or lessee. In this respect the section 
| differs from sections 19 and 20 (4), with respect to undevelo 

| land duty and mineral rights duty, both of which provide that 
tbe duty shall be paid by the owner notwithstanding any con- 
tract to the contrary. It is now proposed to make similar pro- 
vision with regard to increment value duty, and the Revenue 
Bill contains a clause declaring that any contract made after the 
passing of the Bill between a transferor and transferee or a 
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lessor and lessee for the payment by the transferee or lessee of 
increment value duty, or any expenses incurred in connection 
with the payment or assessment of the duty, shall be void. 
The duty is intended, of course, to be a charge on the vendor 
or lessor, and probably no inconvenience will be caused by 
including it in the duties the incidence of which cannot be 
shifted. In all ordinary cases a shifting of the duty means the 
lowering of the price paid, so that the matter is not of great 
importance. 


Reversion Duty. 

THE OTHER change in the land value duties proposed by the 
Revenue Bill relates to reversion duty. It was discovered, as soon 
as the Finance Act, 1910, came into operation, that the incidence of 
reversion duty in a class of cases of frequent occurrence ws a 
question of serious doubt. These are cases popularly known as sales 
of ground-rents, but which are technically sales of reversions on 
long leases. If the purchaser is the termor, and if, on taking the 
conveyance, he does not provide for the term being kept on foot, 
the lease is determined by merger, and thereupon reversion duty 
becomes payable. It has been a debated ques:ion whether it 
is payable by the lessor or the les:ee. The view has been 
suggested in these columns that, on the construction of the Act, it 
falls on the lessor (an/e, pp. 105, 118), but the opposite view is sup- 
ported by weighty considerations (an/e, pp. 123, 138, 153). It has 


been announced that the Chancellor of the Exchequer intended to | 
deal with the matter by fresh legislation, and the Revenue Bill | 


contains a clause which fixes the duty in the case in question on 
the lessor. This it does by providing that the person in whom 
the lessor’s interest was vested immediately before the transaction 
or event which causes the determination of the term is the person 
to whom any benefit accrues from the determination of the 
lease for the purposes of reversion duty. The clause will 
settle the uncertainty as to the incidence of duty, but the 
question of the amount of duty payable is a different matter. 


Another clause deals with this, and provides that the duty | 


immediately payable shall not be the full duty, but such an 
amount as would, with compound interest at £4 per cent. for the 
residue of the term, produce the full duty. Where the ground- 
rent is sold soon after its creation, there is, we apprehend, no 
increase in price by reason of the term having partly run out, 
and no duty should be payable, but apparently the clause will 
not have this result, and it may leave the lessor to pay some tax, 
though of very much diminishcd amount, in respect of a purely 
imaginary inccase of price. After the error on this point made 
in the Finance Act, 1910, the proposed amendment should 
receive very careful consideration. The lessor is still to be 
allowed, however, to shift the duty to the lessee. A clause 
of the Bill extends the exemption from double ad ralorem duty 
to premiums on leases not exceeding £500. 

Taxation as Against Fund. 


9” 


Ir 1s provided by R. 8. C. ord, 65, r. 27 (39), that any party 


who is dissatisfied with the allowance or disallowance by the | 


taxing officer, in any bill of costs taxed by him, of the whole or 


any part of the items, may carry in objections and may apply to | 


the taxing officer for a review of the taxation. In Re Clarke's 
Settlement (ante, p. 293), Joycer, J., treated this i1ule as 
applying to taxation of costs payable out of a fund, and he 


held that a solicitor who had a lien on the fund did not lose | 


his right to carry in objections because his client had changed 


his solicitor in the course of the proceedings. An application | 


was made by originating summons by a married woman to be 
relieved from a restraint on anticipation in order to raise money 
out of the trust funds of her marriage settlement for payment 
of debts. An order was made directing the raising of £12,000 to 
make the payments specified in a schedule to the order, the first 
item for payment being the applicant’s and respondent's taxed 
costs. After the fund had been raised the applicant changed 
her solicitors, and on taxation of her former solicitors’ bill under 
the order she was represented by her new solicitors. The old 
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| when the order was made they were the solicitors employed, and 
' it was their costs which were directed by the order to be paid 
| out of the £12,000. Hence, Joyce, J., held that they were entitled 
to be treated as parties to the taxation, and were therefore 
| entitled to bring in objections and to apply for a review of tax- 
| ation. His decision was founded on the consideration that the 
| solicitors had in effect obtained a lien on the fund. It had, the 

learned judge observed, nothing to do with any case where the 
| eosts had been ordered to be paid by one party to another or by 
| the client to the solicitor. 


Settlements in Fraud of Creditors. 
A TruSTgE in bankruptcy who wishes to set aside a settle- 
ment may be able to do so under section 47 of the Bankruptey 
Act, 1883, but if this is not availablo, he must have recourse 
to 13 Eliz. c. 5, under which it is necessary to prove that the 
settlement was intendeJ to ‘‘delay, hinder, or defraud creditors.” 
It has on various occasions been pointed out that evidence of 
actual intention can rarely be obtained, and for the statute to 
be operative it is necessary to infer the settlor’s intention from 
the circumstances of the case. In Freeman v. Pope (8 Ch., p. 541) 
| Lord HATHERLEY, C., laid down the rule that, if a person owing 
debts makes a settlement which subtracts from the property 
which is the proper fund for the payment of those debts an 
amount without which the debts cannot be paid, then, since it 
|is the necessary result of the settlement that some of the 
creditors will remain unpaid, an intent to defeat or delay 
creditors must be inferred, and in that case the settlement was 
set aside on this ground. On the other hand, in £7» part 
Mercer (17 Q B.D. 290) Lord Esner, M.R., “ entirely abjured” 
the doctrine that, if the natural or necessary effect of what the 
| debtor did was to defeat or delay bis creditor¢, the court must 
| find that he actually had that intent. These statements appear 
/to be contradictory, but they may perhaps be reconciled if it is 
remembered that the intent of the settlor must be gathered from 
the state of his assets and liabilities at the time of the sctile- 
ment. In Freeman v. Pope there was a deficiency at that date. 
In Ex parte Mercer, where the settlement was allowed to stand, 
there was no actual deficiency, but there was a pending action 
| in which judgment was afterwards obtained, snd the circumstances 
| were special. In He Holland (1902, 2 Ch. 360), where it was 

laid down that the whole of the circumstances at the time 

of execution of the settlement must be considered, there was 

at that time no indebtedness and the settlement was not 
|set aside. The question has recently been considered by 
| WARRINGTON, J., in Carruthers v. Peake (ante, p. 291), where 
| there was a deficiency at the date of the settlement, and the 
|settlor became bankrupt within six months. The learned 
| judge followed Freeman vy. Pope, and ordered the eettlement to 
| be set aside. 


| 
| 


| Expulsion from Trade Union. 

THE DECISION of the Court of Appeal in Osborne v. Amalga- 
mated Society of Railway Servants (Times, 27th ult.) is a further 
step towards the elucidation of section 4 of the Trade Union 
| Act, 1871. Section 3 prevents any agreement relating to 4 
trade union from being void merely on the ground that the 
purposes of the trade union are in restraint of trade. Stopping 
there, all the agreements between a trade union and its members 
| would be capable of enforcement as though they were ordinary 
agreements. But section 4 goes on to deprive the parties to 
‘certain of these agreements of the right to “directly enforce ” 

them, and among the excepted agreements are agreements for 
| the application of the funds of a trade union to provide benefits for 
| its members. The point at issue is whether an action to obtaia 
| a declaration that the expulsion of a member is ultra vires and an 
| injunction to restrain the officers of the society from acting upon it, 
| involves the direct enforcement of an agreement to provide bene- 


| fits for members. Possibly Righy v. Connol (14 Ch. D. 482) is an 


authority that it does,and this was followed by the Court of Appeal 


solicitors proposed to bring in objections to the taxation, but the | in Chamberlain's Wharf v. Smith (1900, 2 Ch. 605) on another 
taxing master refused to allow this, on the ground that, under | branch of the section. But in fact the claim in Rigby v. Connol 
the order, it was the applicants’ costs which were to be | went beyond mere restoration to membership, and the plaintiff 
taxed, and they no longer represented her. But at the time | asked for a declaration that he was entitled to participate in the 
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benefits of the union. This further claim, it has been pointed 
out in the present case, was sufficient to justify the decision. 
* Such a declaration, if made, would have been a direct enforce- 
* ment of the plaintiff's right to share in the benefits; a declara- 
ation merely having the effect of restoring him to membership 
woald have stopped short of this. Indeed, as Mouton, L.J., 
observed, the result of restoring him to membership is to place 
him in a position in which the law refuses to enforce his bene- 
ficial rights. ‘‘It seems to me to be a logical contradiction to 
say that to put a man in a position where he cannot enforce a 
particular agreement is to enforce it.” The effect of section 4 was 


Excuse for Statutory Offence Founded on Another 
Breach of the Same Statute. 


Ir 1s, we believe, related of Lord ELDON that he was accus- 
tomed to solace the monotony of his daily carriage journeys 
by perusing the law reports. Law reports at the present day 
have to some extent lost their savour, for a large proportion of 
them turn on the examination of sections in Acts of Parliament, 
in which, apart from the final decision of the court, it is difficult 
to take any interest. Our attention has, however, been called to 
the case of Park v. Lawton, decided by the Divisional Court on 
January 17th, in which the decision, though relating to the con- 





considered in Yorkshire Miners’ Association vy. Howden (1905, A. C. 
246), as regards actions brought against the trustees of a union to 
prevent misappropriation of funds, and it was held by four to 
two in the House of Lords that such an action was maintainable. 
The present case establishes the right of a member to submit to 
the court the question of the legality of his expulsion. In addi- 
tion, the court held that the objects of the defendant union were 
not illegal, so that the case was not within the Trade Union 
Act, 1871, at all, and the plaintiff had the same remedy as if he 
had been expelled from a club. 


The Savarkar Case. 


THE AWARD of the Hague Court of Arbitration, which has 
been inquiring into the Reotaber case and whose judgment 
was issued on the 24th ult., not only terminates an import- 
ant diplomatic incident, but also settles a hitherto doubtful 
question of international law. Our readers will remember that 
SAVARKAR, an Indian student arrested in England, was com- 
mitted to India for trial under the Fugitive Offenders Act, 
1870 ; that at Marseilles he leaped out of a port-hole and swam 
from his prison-ship to the French shore; that he was there 
arrested by a French gendarme who did not know the nature 
of the offences alleged against him, and who at once handed him 
back to his pursuers. He has since then been tried at Calcutta, 
convicted, and sentenced to transportation for life; but by 
agreement between the French and British Governments the 


struction of a recent Act of Parliament, was founded on general 
principles. The defendants, two directors of a company, were 
charged with an offence under section 26 of the Companies (Con- 
| solidation) Act, 1908, in that they knuwingly and wilfully per- 
| mitted default to be made by the company in forwarding to the 
| Registrar of Companies a copy of its list of members, with sum- 
mary as to capital and shares, &c., for the year 1909 as provided 
by section 26, which provides that a company shall once at least 
in every year make a list of all persons who on the fourteenth 
day after the first or only general meeting in the year are 
members of the company, which list containing the various par- 
ticulars specified in the section must be completed “ within seven 
days after the fourteenth day aforesaid.” No general meeting 
of the company had been held during the year 1909, and the 
defendants were knowingly parties to this default, which was 
a contravention of section 64 (1) of the above-mentioned Act. 
They contended before the justices that, no — meeting having 
| been held in 1909, it was impossible to make up the list required 
| by section 26, and that they could not therefore be convicted of 
|a default for omitting to do that which in fact it was impos- 
| sible for them to do. The justices adopted this view, but their 
decision was reversed by the Divisional Court (Lord ALvER- 
STONE, C.J.,and HAMILTON and Avory, JJ.), who had no difficulty 
in holding that a person cannot be heard to say that ke has not 
broken the law when the non-performance of the condition pre- 
| cedent relied on as a defence was itself a breach of the law com 





execution of the sentence was postponed until the Hague Court mitted by the same person. In other words, a person charged 
should decide whether or not the retaking of SAVARKAR by his | with an offence cannot rely on his own default as an answer 


gaolers under the circumstances narrated was or was not a| to the charge. A case in which everything which is required 


violation of French territorial rights. The cases for each 
Government were placed before the tribunal in writing ; that on 
behalf of the English Government being drafted by Mr. Crates 
the learned editor of . Archbold’s Criminal Pleadings, and 
approved by the Law Officers of the Crown. It was common 
ground between the’ parties that the English Government 
would have been guilty of violating French territory if they 
had forcibly seized SavaRKAR or had obtained him by fraud. 
It was also common ground that, on the other hand, if they 


’ 


had obtained an extradition order from a French tribunal — | 


even though made illegally under a mistake of fact—they would 
have been justified in removing 
dispute was simply the very narrow one whether the 
surrender of SAVARKAR to his pursuers by a subordinate 
police official, with no authority to grant extradition, and | 
under a mistake of fact as to the character of the prisoner's 
offence, amounted to an unlawiul seizure of the fugitive on alien | 
soil, or whether it could be regarded as a lawful surrender 
mistakenly made. The decision of the tribunal in favour of | 
England makes it clear that, where a prisoner on foreign soil | 
has been surrendered to an alien State, the latter is not bound 
to inquire whether or not the official who makes the surrender 
was authorized to do so and acted with full knowledge of the 
facts. Since the judgment of the court has not yet been | 
Officially published, we cannot at present give any fuller 
summary of the reasoning upon which it proceeds other than is | 
contained in the final paragraph of the award: “ Whereas, 
while admitting that an irregularity was committed by the 


| 


to be inserted in the list is dependent on the fact of the 
| general meeting having been held may be reserved for future 
| decision, but the present decision appears to be founded on 
| reason and good sense. 


Imprisonment of Female Smugglers in the 
United States. 

THE AMERICAN newspapers give much prominence to the 
report of a case which they describe as the first instance in the 
United States in which a woman accused of smuggling as a 
teamship has been sentenced to imprisonment. 


| passenger on a 8 


SavarKAR. The question in | The defendant was tried in the criminal branch of the United 


States Circuit Court on the charge of smuggling a sable coat 
and jewellery, and was sentenced to imprisonment from Friday 
till the Monday following, and to a penalty of 2,000 dollars (half 
the value of the smuggled articles). The judge referred to a 
previous warning—that in future smugglers would be sent to 
prison, and while regretting that the first person to be punished 
should be a female, he took occasion to observe that in the 
smuggling of goods women were worse offenders than men. The 
American duties on articles imported from foreign parts are much 
more onerous than those which prevail in this country, but the 
penalties for smuggling appear to be less severe, and a reference to 
the Customs Duties Consolidation Act, 1876,will shew that persons 
detected in smuggling foreign goods are liable in this country 
to forfeit the goods and to a penalty of £100 or treble the value 
of the goods at the election of Commissioners of Customs. By 
section 237, where any person for an offence under the Customs 


arrest of SAVARKAR and by his being handed over to the British | Acts shall have been adjudged to pay a penalty exceeding £100, 
police, there is no rule of international law imposing, in| he may for a first offence be committed to prison for not less 
circumstances such as those that have been set out above, any | than six, nor more than nine months, and for a subsequent 
obligation on the Power which has in its custody a prisoner to | offence be ordered, in lieu of payment of the penalty, to be 
restore him because of a mistake committed by the foreign agent | imprisoned, with or without hard labour, for a period not less 
who delivered him up to that Power.” than six, nor more than twelve, months, The provision in 
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section 240 that any married woman convicted of any offence | by a man on himself ; and although in practice the person guilty 
against the Customs Acts may, in default of payment of any | of the at‘empt receives no punishment, we cannot agree with 
penalty incurred by her, be committed to prison, tends to shew some of our newspapers who bave expressed their opinion that 
that the imprisonment of females for such offences is not regarded | the law of continental States is in this respect superior to our 
with the same repulsion as in the United States. own. An Act of Parliament removing suicide from the list of 

| criminal offences would tend to alter the feeling with which it 





What is a Court of Record? 


| is, and ought to be, a This view may be supported by 


STUDENTS OF the laws of England must occasionally have | the reference to suicide as an act deserving of approbation which 


some difficulty in answering the question, “ What is a court of | 
record?” The Judicature Act, 1873, tells them that the High | 


Court and the Court of Appeal are “superior courts of record,” 
and the County Courts Act, 1888, says that every county court 
is a “court of record”; it appears that the Commissioners of 
Sewers are a “court of record” ; that many, but not all, of the 
borough courts are “courts of record”; that the court of 
quarter sessions is an “inferior court of record ” ; and, finally, 
that the courts hundred and leet are “courts of record.” What 
are the common attributes of these different tribunals? If we 
refer to text-books, we are told in Blackstone’s Commentaries 
that a court of record is one whereof the acts and judicial pro- 
ceedings are enrolled for a perpetual memory and testimony, and 
which has power to fine and imprison for contempt of its 
authority. This definition is not wholly satisfactory. Enrolling | 
may go out of fashion, but the power to fine and imprison for 
contempt will remain. Would it not be enough to say that a 
court (7.¢., a tribunal which exercises judicial and not ministerial 
functions), if constituted a court of record, obtains without more 
the power to punish for oe" A petty sessional court is 





not constituted a court of record, and cannot fine and imprison 
persons guilty of contempt, but can only order them to be put 
out. We should, however, be better pleased if in the statute 
which enacts that any particular tribunal shall be a “court of | 
record” that expression should be further explained in an | 


interpretation clause. | 


Bankruptcy in England and New Zealand. 
| 

In Dicry’s Conflict of Laws (2nd ed, p. 433) it is laid | 
down, with some doubt, that “an assignment of a bankrupt’s | 
property to the representative of bis creditors, under the bank- 
ruptcy law of any foreign country where the bankrupt is not 
domiciled, does not operate as an assignment of the moveables 
of the bankrupt situate in England.” A case in which this rule 
might have been, but was not, applied came recently before 
PHILLIMORE, J.-—-Re Anderson (1911, W. N. 41). A debtor 
(who was born in England and was held not to have lost his 
domicil of origin) was made bankrupt in New Zealand in 1898. 
In 1904 he was made bankrupt in England. In neither bankruptcy 
did he disclose the existence of a reversionary interest in person- | 
altyin England. The creditors’ representative in each bankruptcy | 
now claimed this reversionary interest. It was held that the New 
Zealand representative was entitled—“boih on principle and 
on the authorities.” No authorities, however, are given in the 
— nor is it stated on what principle the learned judge 
relied. The decision is in accordance with the view expressed 
in Foote’s International Law, as quoted in a footnote to the 

ssage above cited from the Conflict of Laws: “ As the English 

nk:upt law does not require an English domicil to found its 
jurisdiction, so it should recognize foreign insolvencies and bank- 
ruptcies without inquiring whether the subject of them was, 
or was not, domiciled in the country where his bankruptcy or 
insolvency was declared.” 


The English Law of Suicide. 


ACCORDING TO news from Berlin, the Emperor of Germany 
has refused to confirm the sentence which the Court of Honour 
had passed upon an officer who had attempted suicide. The 
general law of Germany has no punishment for suicide, but the 
Court of Honour had condemned the officer to be dismissed the 
army and to be deprived of all military rank, on the ground 
that the attempt was a breach of the military oath. The 
Emperor, in refusing to confirm the sentence, gives as his reason 
that for such an act the person concerned has to answer, not to 
man, but to Gop and his own conscience. Suicide continues to 
be regarded by the law of England as a murder committed 





are often found in the works of foreign authors. 





Lord Wolverhampton. 


Prop_e have by this time become familiarized with solicitors as 
Cabinet Ministers, and are ready to admit that the conduct of 
the business of a large solicitors’ office is no bad training for 
the headship of a Department of State. It was the example 
of Lord WOLVERHAMPTON which first impressed this belief on 
the public mind, but when bis whole career is considered, it will 
be seen that his experience asa busy solicitor was but one step 
in the continuous training which led to his ultimate success, 
While doing with all his might the work for the time being 
set him, he was always sedulously fitting himself for the next 
stage in his career. 

The son of a Wesleyan Methodist minister, Mr. H. H. 
FowLerR was educated at Woodhouse Grove School, Leeds, 
and at St. Saviour’s Grammar School, Southwark. He was 
articled to a Hull solicitor, completing his articles in London, 
and was admitted in 1852. Shortly afterwards he commenced 
practice in Wolverhampton (where he had connections) in part- 
nership with Mr. CHARLES Corser. During the next few years 
he devoted himself assiduously and successfully to building up 


| this business, which in subsequent years throve greatly. It was 


not until November, 1908, that Lord WOLVERHAMPTON retired 
from the then partnersbip of Fowler, Langley, & Wright. 

By 1858 he found himself sufficiently established to undertake 
municipal work, and in that year he was elected a member of 
the Wolverhampton Town Conncil. In 1860 he became an 
alderman, and in 1862 was elected Mayor of the borough at 
the age of thirty-three years—probably the youngest mayor in 
England. He subsequently became chairman of the first school 
board for Wolverhampton. In these positions he earned a high 
reputation for administrative capacity, ey of lucid ex- 
ee and shrewd common sense, while at the same time 

e fitted himself for a more important sphere. 
His chance came at the general election of 1880, when he was 


| returned as one of the members for Wolverhampton, Mr. C. P. 


VILLIERS being the other. His qualities soon brought him into 
prominence in the House of Commons, and in 1884 Mr. GLAD- 
STONE offered him the post of Civil J.ord of the Admiralty, which 
he wisely declined, but was shortly afterwards made Under 
Secretary of State for the Home Department. In a subsequent 
Government he became Financial Secretary to the Treasury, and 
was made a member of the Privy Council, being, it is believed, 
the first practising solicitor to obtain that distinction. In the 
subordinate posts above-mentioned, while his qualifications as an 
administrator became os acknowledged, he himself 
obtained an insight into the working of the gieat departments of 
the State, admirably qualifying him for promotion tw the head- 
ship of one of them. 

When Mr. GLapsTone’s Government was formed in 1892, 
Mr. FowLER was appointed President of the Local Government 
Board, with a seat in the Cabinet, being the first practising 
solicitor to enter that body. Here he proved himself an un- 
qualified success, and succeeded in passing into law the Local 
Government Act, 1894—in its ultimate form a measure of eighty- 
nine sections—in the face of bitter opposition. Nearly fifty 
sittings of the Commons are said to have been occupied with the 
discussion of this Bill, and the ameudments proposed numbered 
hundreds. Undismayed and unruffled by these attacks, Mr. 
Fow er calmly persisted in his proposals, and by dint of tact, 
firmness and urbanity got bis measure through. 

On the formation of Lord Rosupany’s Government Mr. 
Fow Ler was raised to the position of Secretary of State for 
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India, and.in this somewhat difficult position—even in those| bility of producing the documents is to deprive the person 
days—he succeeded to admiration, holding an even hand | entitled to enforce the obligations of his rights as to production 


between the little-Englanders on the one hand and the advo-| and otherwise. 
In the one | to discharge the person primd facie bound from his a gh 


cates of a forward policy on the other hand. 


financial statement he had to make he shewed complete mastery | should be in some way qualified is obviously necessar 
/ wh + y 
The story of the effect of his speech on the cotton | reasonable protection of the persons interested in the documents ; 


of details. 


That the “accident” other than fire which is 


or the 


duties—-one of the few occasions on which a speech has turned | but that there should not be any expressed qualification at all in 
a division—has often been told. He received the Grand Cross | thecase of prevention by fire is somewhat remarkable. Even an 


of the Star of India as a reward for his services. Ten years later 
Mr. FowLer became Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster, with 
a seat in the Cabinet ; in 1908 he was raised to the peerage with 
the title of Viscount WOLVERHAMPTON, and on the retirement of 
Lord TWEEDMOUTH became Lord President of the Council. His 
state of health compelled him subsequently to resign this office. 
In the midst of all his engrossing political engagements Mr. 
FowLer found time to attend to the concerns of his profession. 
In 1889 he was elected a member of the Council of the (then) 
Incorporated Law Society, and in 1901-2 he became President. 
And his was no nominal or honorary presidency. He proved an 
active and efficient head of the society, guiding and controlling its 
ordinary affairs with the autocratic hand of a strong man; making 





himself fully conversant with every question which arose, and | 
bringing to the consideration of the course to be taken the | 
statesmanlike qualities which gave him so much success in political | 


life. ‘How do you manage to get through your duties as | 
President with your other multifarious engagements ” asked the | whether trustees or other fiduciary holders having the legal 
writer of these lines of Sir Henry FowLer at a Law Society | possession or control of documents would be discharged from any 


dinner. 


leave the play to my friend here,” indicating a member of the | 


Council with a strong taste for representing the society at dinners 


and other gatherings. 
At the Oxford meeting of the society in 1901 Sir Henry 
FowLer, as president, delivered a carefully thought out and 


admirably expressed address on the Legislative History of the | 


Nineteenth Century, and, with remarkable prevision, turning 
to the reforms still necessary in the administration of justice, 
he suggested, among other things, that an essential part of 
any effective referm of our criminal procedure was the establish- 
ment of a Court of Criminal Appeal. “The astounding and 
indefensible variety in the sentences which different criminal 
judges inflict for the same offences,” he said, “is a public 
scandal, and although the interference of the Home Secretary 
modifies the severity which has been, and still is, a characteristic 


of our criminal justice, I think a surer and safer remedy would be | 
the existence of a Court of Appeal, which would very soon | 


practically establish the limits of punishment within which the 
judicial discretion would be beneficially exercised.” In the same 
address he also advocated the separation in county courts of 
what is merely debi-collecting from genuine litigation, the 


re-organization of county court circuits and the appointment of | 


a smaller number of judges at a higher remuneration. 
The portrait of Viscount WOLVERHAMPTON, by Mr. Cops, 


R.A., which hangs in the Law Society’s hall will serve to remind 
future members of the society of a solicitor whose life affords | 
| that last date. 


a brilliant example of efficient service to his country and his 
profession. 


Acknowledgments and Undertakings 
as Affected by Fire. 


Tue person bound by a statutory acknowledgment or under- 
taking as to documents, under the Conveyancing and Law of 
Property Act, 1881, is by that statute expressly discharged from 
any liability to perform the obligations so imposed upon him 
if he is (in the words of the statute) “‘ prevented from so doing 
by fire or other inevitable accident.” The phrase is one of 
long-established precedent, although it would perhaps be more 
accurate to define the accident as “ insuperable,” in accordance 
with the form in Davidson’s Conveyancing Precedents, where the 
author points out that accidents of the class contemplated are 
not “inevitable,” inasmuch as that phrase does not express the 
general intention of the parties that only the virtual impossi- 


| caust of deeds in a solicitor’s office. 











| ordinary amount of reasonable care would not appear, strictly, to 


be necessary to entitle the quondam holder to claim exemption 
from liability if all the documents had been destroyed by fire whilst 
in his possession or under his control, although under circum- 
stances which might impose upon the giver of an undertaking 
a liability for damages for their loss, destruction, or injury 
from any other thus non-inevitable cause ; it could hardly be 
contended, as by an inverted application of the doctrine of 
ejusdem generis, that the only sort of fire which was contempiated 
by the section was one that could reasonably be said to be 
‘*inevitable.” 

The position considered is one quite apart from any general 
question as to the duties of trustees, mortgagees, or other 
fiduciary custodians, or their solicitors or other holders by 
deputy, as to seeing that documents are kept in a safe place 
or under such circumstances that no use could be made of them 
to the prejudice of the persons interested, and it may be doubted 


“Ah, well,” he said, “I try to do the work, but I | statutory obligation, even in the case of the documents being 


destroyed by fire, if they had, without sufficient reason, been 
placed out of their own custody. It is to be remembered that 
the exceptions from the insurers’ liability for risk in an ordinary 
fire policv are generally extended to deeds and documents of 


any description. 


The destruction by fire of documents of title is fortunately 
not of very frequent occurrence. There has, however, been more 
than one historic fire in Lincoln’s Inn itself, involving a bolo- 
According to a graphic 
account in the Gentleman’s Magazine, there was a terrible fire in 
1752, when Nos. 10 and 11 in New-square were burnt out, and 
the title deeds to many large estates were destroyed, so that 
“the loss and difficulties in which many families were involved 
could not be computed. When the fire was discovered, many of 
the watch were asleep or drunk, and the wife of an upholder 
in Carey-street, whose hushand left his house to assist the 
sufferers, banged herself in his absence.” ‘There was another 
such fire in Lincoln’s Inn in 1849, and the early editions of 


| Davidson’s Conveyancing Precedents contain forms of special 


conditions of sale, providing that attested copies should be 
accepted of documents bekeved to have been destroyed in that 
fire along with the chambers at 2, New-square of solicitors and 
other custodians of the documents. On that occasion, although 
many papers were rescued in some sort of preservation, an 
immense mass of title deeds and documents was completely 
consumed. There have also been minor fires in the Inn since 


On the whole, it would appear that, whilst special provision 
should be made on a sale as to any burnt documents, yet, so far 
as any statutory obligations under an acknowledgment or under- 
taking given by him are concerned, the statutory protection of 
the holder of the documents, if prevented by fire from discharg- 
ing those obligations, is absolute and unqualified, un'ess the 
documents have in the meanwhile been unreasonably parted 
with, or the destruction by fire was his own wilful act. In the 
latter case such act, and not the fire, would be the causa causans 
of the prevention. 


Senator Stone, of Missouri, tells, says the Central Law Journal, of 
a young physician in Kansas City who was sneered at by an attorney 


vho was cross-examining him, the rude cross-examiner at last asking : 
‘‘Are you entirely familiar with the symptoms of concussion of the 
brain?’’ “I am,’ was the reply. ‘‘ Then,’’ continued the rude one, 


‘suppose that my learned friend here, Senator Stone, and myself, 
hould bang our heads together, would that make us have concussion of 
the brain?’’ “It might,’’ was the reply, ‘‘ give concussion of the 
brain to your learned friend.” 























































_ THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & WEEKLY REPORTER. 


March 4, ioit. 








Pie Powder." 


Tus is an attractive, and even fascinating, account of life on the 
Western Circuit, anonymously written by a barrister who joined the 
circuit between thirty and forty years ago, and remains an enthusiastic 
admirer not only of the « ircnit, its traditions and stories, but also of 


all the west country, in which it moves and has its being, and more | 


particularly of the county of Devon, which smiled on the nativity of 
the author. It is written in the spirit of easy humour, which here 
and there gives way to graphic descriptions of scenery, poetic 
imagination and even pathetic regret for all that might have been. 
1 he descriptive sketches of the past heroes of the circuit the gi? nts on 
the earth in those days—are neatly and skilfully drawn, and Cock 
BURN, CoLERIDGE, Kincpon, Coir, Lopes, BowkN, CHARLES, NoRRIS, 
Hooper, “Counsellor” Carter, Henry CLARK, BULLEN and many 
others live again to the life under the skilful touches of the writer. Itis 
brimful of stories of the mess and the courts, many of them necessarily 
partaking of the nature of chestnuts to members of the mess, but there 
are some which we do not remember to have seen before. One is a 
description of the death of Ahab, as given in an examination by an 
undergraduate, “ Ahab was one day driving in his chariot when he 
met a man who was out venture shooting. The man shot at a 
venture and missed it, but he hit Ahab ;” a footnote explained that 
a “ venture” was a kind of small antelope found only on the hills of 
Palestine! The following plea in an action for seduction has a!so a 
charm of its own—“ The defendant denies that he is the father of 
Be case Dele, or of citer of Mam.” She ieee at ae 
CARTER are almost certainly new to the larger public, but we leave 
the reader to enjoy these and many others without picking out more 
plums for him. But we cannot refrain from expressing our sympathy 
with the author on the occasion when after his own speech to a 
jury the judge commenced his summing up thus : “Gentlemen of the 
jury, Mr. A. has addressed you in a very long and ingenious speech. 
You see what I mean? Now listen to me!” 

Turning from the lighter side, we find no less than four poems 
all good. A neat Latin elegiac epigram stands by way of introduc- 
tion ; the descriptive “Country of the West” (p. 18) reminds us of 
Macau ay ; “ Circuit Ghosts ” (p. 73) of Tennyson ; and “ L’envoi,’ 
at the end, of Tuomas Hoop. And there are not wanting critical 
suggestions of considerable value on the administration of justice 
One of them is a trenchant criticism of the ways of the Court of 
Appeal in its reasons for and against, but usually against, granting 
a new trial after a verdict by a jury, which is worth reading as 
“ingenious” and subtle, even if it should produce no effect upon 
that tribunal \nother instance is the chapter on murders and 
acquittale, and the analysis of “ blood-lust. But it is difficult to 
give a summary of all the aspects of this little book, which are as 
varied as the law, or even as human life itself. 

There are a few, very few, mistakes or defects ; for instance, 
the writer assumes, on p. 25, that Lord Bowen died when still a 
member of the Court of Appeal; and older members of the bar 
than the author may think that enough has not been said of 
PeETHERAM or CoLLIns or Perpeaux, and that some others within 
his range might have been noticed, such as Epuin, chairman of the 
Middlesex Sessions, and no less learned a Shakespearian than 
Pripeaux ; or Warpen, Norwegian scholar and sportsman, not to 
mention others. But these are trifles ; recollections are a law unto 
themselves. Members of the circuit will be as grateful for this book 
as a forgetful witness permitted “ to refresh his memory ” from notes ; 
and to those who are not members it should be as welcome as the 
Wine Treasurer of whom it is here written that he “ laid down three 
whole pipes of 1820 port.” 


Reviews. 
Merchant Shipping. 


A TreaTist oN THE Law or Mercuant Surprpmnc. By the late 
Davip MacrLacuHian, M.., Barrister-at-Law. Furrn Epirion. 
By Epwarp L. De Hart, M.A., LL.B. (Cantab.), and ALrrep T. 
Bucxnitt, M.A. (Oxen.), Barristers-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited). 

Since 1892, when the last edition of this work was published, 
the previous statute law of merchant shipping has been consolidated 
in the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, and there have been a series 
of later amending statutes, one of them, that of 1906, of considerable 
length. This legislation, as well as the numerous decisions of recent 
years, has necessitated extensive revision of the book, but the editors 
have made no change in the general scheme, and have preserved the 
original text as far as it has been possible todo so. In some parts, 





* “Pie Powder: being Dust from the Law Courts, Collected and Recollected on the 
Western Circui BL aCircuit Tramp. Jolm Murray. 





however, the text has been re-written so as to insure adequate 
treatment of the subject, and in particular this has been done in 
respect of the law of damage (pp. 332-352). The editors have con 
tributed an interesting discussion of the maritime rules as to damage 
both on the continent and in this country, and separate treatment 
is given to the rules as to damage at common law. Another matter 
in which an interesting comparison is drawn between English and 
foreign law is the existence of a maritime lien for necessaries ; though 
the want of this lien in English law has been to a considerable 
extent supplied by the doctrine that thecaptain’s drafts for necessaries 
come upon the ship under his statutory lien for disbursements. The 
decision in The Ripon City (1897, P. 226) on this point is discussed 
in another part of the book (p. 218). The contract of affreightment 
and the rights and liabilities arising out of it are very fully dealt 
with in a series of five chapters. The book bas been effectively 
edited and constitutes a comprehensive and reliable guide to the 
law of merchant shipping. 





Books of the Week. 


Justices’ Practice.—Stone’s Justices’ Manual: being the 
Yearly Justice’s Practice for 1911, with Table of Statutes, Table ot 
Cases, Appendix of Forms, and Table of Punishments. Forty-third 
Edition. Edited by J. R. Roperts, Esq., Solicitor. Shaw & Sous ; 
Butterworth & Co. 

Contract.—Principles of Contract: A Treatise on the General 
Principles concerning the Validity of Agreements in the Law of 
England. Eighth Edition. By Sir Freperick Potxock, Bart.,D.C L. 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 

Death Duties.—A Digest of the Death Duties (Alphabetically 
Arranged), with Numerous Examples and Diagrams _ illustrating 
their Incidence, and including Death Duties in British Possessions, 
an Index of Titles, and an Appendix of the Finance Acts, 1894, 
1896, 1898, 1900, 1907, 1909-10, and the Revenue Act, 1903. Third 
Edition. By A. W. Norman, LS.O., B.A., B.Sc., Assistant Secre 
tary of the Estate Duty Office. Vol. I. : Estate Duty, Settiemen’ 
Estate Duty, Probate Duty, &c. Butterworth & Co. 

Local Government.—Local Government, 1910: comprising 
Statutes, Orders, Forms, Cases, and Decisions of the Local 
Government Board. Edited by ALEXANDER Macmorray, M.A., 
K.C., and Kennetu M. Macmorran, M.A., LL.B., Barrister at-Law. 
Statutes, Orders, Forms, Cases, Decisions. Butterworth & Co. ; 
Shaw & Sons. 

Workmen’s Compensation,—Butterworths’ Workmen's 
Compensation Cases. Vol. 1V.: Quarterly Advance Sheets (Part J., 
1911). Edited by Douctas Knocker, Barrister-at-Law. Contain 
ing Complete Reports of all Cases entered in the Lists of the 
House of Lords and Court of Appeal for Michaelmas Term. 
Butterworth & Co. 





Points i be Noted. 


' Common Law. 


Workmen's Compensation —Indemnity—Conmon Enp 07- 
ment —The doctrine of common employment does not apply as 
between fellow-workmen. Therefore the indemnity clause (section 
6) of the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, applies where an 
employer has had to compensate his workman for injuries due to the 
negligence of fellow. workmen ; and the employer is entitled to be 
indemnified by the negligent fellow-workmen.—LEgs v. DUNKERLEY 
Bros. (H.L., Nov. 3) (55 Soticitors’ JourRNAL, 44; 1911, A.C. 5). 


Negligence—Savage Animal—A person who owns a savage 
animal which he knows to be dangerous to mankind, and a field 
which he knows and tacitly allows to be crossed by the public, is 
guilty of negligence if he turns the animal loose into the field with- 
out giving warning ; and he will be liable to pay damages to a person 
injured by the animal while crossing the field.—LoweEry v. WALKER 
(ELL. Nov. 9) (55 Soticrrogs’ JourNa., 62; 1911, A. C. 10). 


Workm >n’s Compensation—“ Dependants ''—The dependants of 
a workman, whether legally or actually dependent on him, may claim 
compensation from his employer if he meets with a fatal accident 
within the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. It does not affect 
the rights of his legal dependants—at all events, of his wife—if at 
the time of his death they were not in fact sharing his earnings, an< 
he was evading his liability to maintain them.—KEreLine v. NEV 
MoncxKtow CoLiieries (Limitep) (C.A., Nov. 15) (1911, 1 K. B. 250. 

Infant—Apprenticeship Deed.— It is said that no action will lic 
on a covenant in an apprenticeship deed against the apprentice, if he 
was an infant at the date of the deed. But the true rule is that no 
such action will lie during the enrrency of the apprenticeship against 
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an apprentice who was articled as an infant. A covenant to do or 
abstain from doing something after the apprenticeship shall have 


ceased may be enforced against the apprentice by action, if the deed 


as a whole was for his benefit ; and, if the apprentice could not 
obtain instruction except on such a covenant, the covenant is reason- 
able, and to that extent the deed is for his benefit.—Gapp v. THomp- 
son (K.B. Div. Ct., Nov. 30) (55 Soricrrors’ JourNAL, 156 ; 1911, 
1 K. B. 304). 

Lawful Public Meeting—Meeting on Highway.—By the Public 
Meeting Act, 1908 (Lord Robert Cecil’s Act), penalties are imposed 
on those who interfere with a “lawful public meeting.” In certain 
cases it has been said that there is no “right” to hold a pubiic meet- 
ing on a highway. But this means only that there is no absolute 
right ; and, subject to compliance with police regulations (such as 

lations against obstruction), a “lawful public meeting” may be 
held on a highway.—Burpen v. Ricter (K.B. Div. Ct., Dec. 8) (1911, 
1 K. B, 337). 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


Re AGRICULTURAL HOLDINGS ACT, 1903. KEDWELL (TENANT) 
v. FLINT & CO. AND OTHERS (LANDLORDS). No. 1. 2ist 


and 22nd Feb, 


AGcricuLtuRAL Hotpinas Acts—TeENANCY FROM YEAR TO YEAR—MARKE1 
CGARDEN—COMPENSATION FOR IMPROVEMENTS. 


A tenant from year to year of a market garden, who had heen 
in possession under a tenancy which commenced before the 1st of 
January, 1896 (without an agreement in writing that the premises 
should be treated as a market garden, although to the knowledge o} 
the landlords they were so used), ia not entitled to recover compensa 
tion for improvements executed without the written dissent of his 
landlord, after the earliest day on which, if notice to quit had been 
given on the above date, his tenancy would have expired. 


Special case stated by his Honour Judge Shortt, eitting as arbi 
trator under the Agricultural Holdings Acts at the Canterbury County 
Court. The question was whether the tenant from year to year of a 
market garden, who held under a tenancy which commenced before the 
Ist of January, 1896, without an agreement in writing that the 
premises should be treated as a market garden, was entitled to recover 
compeneation for improvements made without written dissent by his land 
lord, after the earliest day on which, if notice to quit had been given 
on the above date, his tenancy wbuld have been determined. The 
facts found were as follow: For many years prior to the Ist of 
January, 1896, the premises in question, which were three adjoining 
plots, belonged to Messrs. Flint & Co., Mrs. A. Pidduck, and Mr. H. 
Hart, and had been used bya Mr. Court, the then tenant, as a market 
garden. The tenant both before and after the lst of January, 1896, 
executed thereon, without having previously any written notice of dis 
sent by the landlords, certain improvements, in respect of which a 
right of compensation could be claimed under the Agricultural Hold 
ings Acts. In October, 1901, Mr. Court aesigned his interest in the 
premises to certain persons, which interest was eventually acquired by 
the plaintiff's husband, who died in May, 1908. His widow, the 
tenant in the arbitration, entered into possession, and in October of 
that year she entered into agreements of tenancy with Messrs. Flint 
and with Mrs. A. Pidduck. No agreement was entered into with Mr. 
Hart. In 1909 Mrs. Kedwell found herself unable to continue the 
tenancy, and gave her three landlords notice to determine the tenancy 
(which commenced at Old Michaelmas) on the 11th of October, 1909 
Poseession was duly given on that day, all rents paid, and the premises 
were left in good order. Mrs. Kedwell submitted a claim for valuation 
under the Act of 1908. It was admitted that Mrs. Kedwell was en 
titled to receive all improvements executed by her predecessors in title 
before the lst of January, 1896, and also for all those executed between 
that date and the 11th of October, 1897, the earliest date at which, if 
notice to quit had been given on the Ist of January, 1896, the tenancies 
could have been determined. But it was contended on behalf of the 
landlords that she could not recover compensation for improvement: 
after that date. His honour held that the contention of the landlords 
was correct, as the primary object of the Act of 1883 was to confer a 
benefit on tenants who entered into contracts after it came into opera 
tion. That Act expressly applied to market gardens (section 54), and 
the Act of 1895 was only an extension of it. But that Act, unlike 


the Act of 1883, required that the right to compensation should be | 


founded on express written agreement. Therefore the party claiming 
its benefits must bring himself expressly within its terms. The burden 
was on him, and it was not for the other party to exclude the Act, 
though no doubt the landlords in this case could have done so by 
giving a written notice of dissent before the improvements were 
executed. Further, the Act of 1908 itself shewed (see sections 42 and 
47) that tenancies from year to year were specially recognised as being 
on a different footing as regarded matters of the kind here in question 
from tenancies for years. The tenant appealed, and her counsel sub 
mitted that by the proviso to section 42 (2) of the Act of 1908 tenancies 
from year to year were to be treated as regarded compensation payable 


under the Act for market gardens as if the Act had not been passed. 
Consequently, the court was thrown back on the Acts of 1883 and 
1895. By section 4 of the Act of 1883 if, under a contract of tenancy 
current at the commencement of the Act—i.e., by section 2, the lst of 
January, 1896--a holding was at that date in use or cultivation as a 
market garden, with the knowledge of the landlords (as was admittedly 
the case here), and the tenant had then executed thereon, without any 
notice of dissent having been received, any improvements for which 
compensation could be claimed under the Act, the provisions of the 
Act applied as if it had been agreed in writing after the commence- 
ment of the Act that the holding ehould be let or treated as a market 
garden. By section 1 the Act was to be read as part of the Act of 
1883, and that Act provided (section 61) that a yearly tenancy under a 
contract of tenancy current at the commencement of the Act “ shall for 
all purposes of the Act be deemed to continue to be such a tenancy 
until the first day on which either the landlord or tenant could—the 
one by giving notice to the other immediately after the commencement 


of the Act—cause such tenancy to determine, ‘‘ and on and after such 


day as aforesaid shall be deemed to be a tenancy under a contract of 
tenancy beginning after the commencement of the Act.’’ But that 
section, when speaking of the ‘“‘ commencement of the Act”’ (see sec- 
tion 53) referred to the Ist of January, 1884, and therefore it was 
impossible to read that section into section 4 of the Act of 1895 with- 
out altering that date into the Ist of January, 1896, a thing which it 
was not permissible to do. ‘The Legislature could not have intended 
to cut down section 4, which was an enabling section, in that way, nor 
was it intended that every provision contained in the Act of 1883 
hould be treated as applying to the Act of 1895. If the view suggested 
by the landlords was held correct, then section 4 became of very little 
practical benefit to the tenant. Without hearing counsel for the re- 
spondents, the landlords, 

Tue Court (Vavenan WittiAmMs, Farwetrt, and Kennepy, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the appeal with coste.—CounseL, Cozx-Sinclair, for the 
tenant; Kdgar Foa, for the landlords. Soricrrors, Percy Maylam, 
Canterbury ; Sharpe, Pritchard, & Co., for H. Fielding, Canterbury. 

[Reported by Ensxiws Reip, Barrister-at-Law.) 


METROPOLITAN WATER BOARD v. COLLEY'S PATENT (LIM.). 


No. ! oRrd id 24th Feb, 
WaATERWORKS—SwuppLy or \ Domestic Purposes ’’—‘* TRApE 
Purposes '’—Business Premio! METROPOLITAN WaTeR Boarp 


(CuarGes) Act, 1907 (7 Ep. 7, c. cLxx1.), 8s. 9, 25. 


The defendants, who we 
a supply of water for thei jees to use for drinking and personal 
washing The water was al ed to cleanae the urinals and closeta 
provide d for the employees \ one resided on the premases 

Held, by Farwell and Kennedy, L.JJ., Vaughan Williams, L..J., 
dissenting, that the water we supplied for domestic and not for trade 
purposes 

Accordingly the appeal of the Water Board from an order of the 
Divisional Court (Phillimore and Coleridge, JJ.) (reported 27 7. L. R 
167) whereby, as the court differed im opimon, the appeal of the Water 
Roard from a decision of the county court judge was dismissed without 
costs, was allowed with costs 


nufacturers, required at their factory 


Appeal by the plaintiffs from a judgment of the Divisional Court 
(Phillimore and Coleridge, JJ.) (reported 27 T. L. R. 167) on an appeal 
by the Metropolitan Water Board from the decision of the judge of 
the Westminster County Court, who decided that water supplied to 
the defendants, who are manufacturers of railway tickets and paper, 
and used, amongst other purposes, for drinking, sanitary conveniences, 
and for cleansing the premises, was supplied for trade purposes, and 
not domestic purposes, and accordingly that the defendants were 
entitled to a supply by meter, and were not liable to pay a water rate 
based upon the rateable value of their premises. Phillimore, J., held 
that the water was supplied for trade purposes, and not for domesti 
purposes within the meaning of the Metropolitan Water Board (Charges) 
Act, 1907. Coleridge, J., held that the supply was for domesti 
purposes. As the court differed, the judgment of the county court 
judge held good, and the appeal to the Divisional Court was dismissed. 
The plaintiffs appealed 

Vavcnan Witiams, L.J., in giving judgment, said that but for the 
fact that he understood it s very desirable, both in the interest of 
the Water Board and of business people, that there should be no delay, 
he would have preferred to commit his views to writing, as he had the 
misfortune of differing from the opinion which was about to be 
delivered by the other two members of the court. In this case he 
had come to the conclusion that the judgment of the Divisional Court 
as represented by Phillimore, J., was right. What the Water Board 
contended was that all water supplied to an occupied house or building 
for domestic purposes, subject to a rebate under section 9, should be 
on the basis of 5 per cent. on the assessed rateable value. In addition 
the Water Board admitted that they would be entitled to charge meter 
ness premises in respect of water supplied 
for trade purposes. It was iid that it was not impossible that the 
Legislature deliberately intended this result. But the court had every 
confidence that a great public body who made no profits would be only 
desirous of doing that which was best for the community they had to 
serve. Here the court had to construe an Act of Parliament, and 
the question was whether, assuming the contention of the Water Board 
to be right, there was not something in the present case, as there was 
in the Metropolitan Water Board vy. London, Brighton and South Coast 


prices to factories and bus 
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Railway Co _ (1910. 1 K. B. 890), to prevent the ap pplication of section 9 registrar refused the app lication; ‘and his sefusal was efiemed’ by vane, 
P. 


In the railway case the application of section 9 was prevented because 
it was held there that the supply for sanitary purposes was not for 
domestic purposes but for railway purposes. What had to be dealt 
with there were the sanitary conveniences at Norwood Station, and the 
question was whether sections 8 and 9 of the Act of 1907 could be 
applied to water-closets and urinals, which were to be found in every 
railway station in a thickly-populated district, in the sense in which 
it was sought to apply these sections in the present case. But it was 
there held that the railway company were under a statutory duty to 
provide these conveniences for passengers and staff. The question was 
whether it might not equally be said here that the supply was not 
for *‘domestic purposes,’’ but for ‘‘ trade purposes.’ Section 9 pro 
vided that where the board furnished a supply of water for domesti: 
purposes to any house or building occupied solely for the purposes of 
ny trade or business assessed to the poor rate or other rate in a sum 
of exceeding £300 per annum, and not subject to inhabited house 
duty, the board should make or allow from the water rate payable 
certain rebates. It was said by the appellants that unless that section 
vas read by the court as extending to every supply of water to a 
factory, especially to a factory only occupied for the purpose of a 
factory, no meaning would be given to the words of the section. In 
his lordship’s view, where water was supplied for sanitary purposes, 
and was only supplied for the purposes of health, cleanliness and 
decency, such supply ought not to be treated as a supply for domesti 
purposes any more than water supplied for the use of porters and 
staff in the railway case ought to be treated as such a supply. 

Farwe tt, L.J., said that, as there was judicial authority which would 
support a view in favour of either party, he had done his best to 
come to a decision independently of anything that had been said before. 
In his view the statute drew a clear distinction between ‘“‘ railway 
purposes "’ and ‘‘ trade purposes,’’ and he thought that in an Act where 
they were so distinguished the two ought to be treated separately. In 
this statute there was this, that, subject to the paramount right of 
persons wanting water for domestic purposes, persons desiring wate 
for trade purposes were entitled to it, and not only for trade purposes, 
but for railway purposes. Section 9 assumed that in the case of a 
house or building used solely for trade purposes, and not charged for 

hited house ght be required for domestic purposes, 

d he was wholly unable to see how it was possible to give any meaning 
at all to that section if it was to be said that water used for domesti 
purposes was also water used for trade purposes. If it had not been 
for sections 9 and 10 and the general purview of the Act, he would 
have been only too glad to agree with Vaughan Williams, L.J. He 
did not doubt that all the conveniences in the case were sanitary 
appliances, but that, unfortunately to his mind, was not sufficient to 
hold in favour of the defendants. He regretted this, because he 
thought that such appliances were very necessary, apart from statutory 
requirements. But inasmuch as he found that section 9 contemplated 
business premises used solely as such having water required for domestic 
purposes, he was unable to place a construction on the Act which would 
enable him to say Irue, these are domestic purposes, but inasmuch 
as they are purpos es required for the healthy condition of the employees 
they are no jonger domestic purposes, but are trade purposes.’’ It 
might be that this view would press hardly upon people who used 


duty, iter mi 


, , 
water on business premises, but it was not for him to criticize the | 


enactments of the Legislature. If he desired to find a case illustrating 
most clearly the circumstances indicated by section 9 he could not find 
a better case than the present one. In his judgment, the appeal should 
be allowed 

Kennepy, L.J., delivered judgment agreeing with Farwell, L.J. By 
a majority the appeal of the Water Board was allowed. 

On the application of counsel, the Court granted the defendants 
— months in which to consider the question of appealing, and 

ntimated that, in view of the difference of judicial opinion and the 
fapestanes of the question, this was a case which should be considered 
by the final tribunal.—Counset, Danckwerts, K.C., and A. B. Shaw, 
for the plaintiffs ; ( { Russell, K.C., and McCurdy, for the 
defendants. Sorrcrrors, Walter: Moon; H. H. Wills & Sons. 


[Reported by Exsxins Raerp, Barrister-at-Law.) 


SANDERS v. SANDERS. No. 2. 17th Feb. 


Drvorce—Practice—Wire's Costs—Hvssann’s Petrrion—Dr1smrssat | 


or Petition with Costs—Non-Payment BY Huspanp—Seconp Pet 
rion By Huspanp—Stay or Proceepincs Untit Payment. 


{ Auahand who haa brought an unsuccessful petition for divorce 
aqainat his wife will not be allowed to pr weed with a second petition 
until he haa paid the wife'a coats of the firat petition, 


This was an appeal from an order of Evans, P. On the 17th of June, 
1909, a husband filed a petition against his wife for dissolution of 
marriage on the ground of her adultery with persons unknown. This 
petition was heard in June, 1910, and was dismissed with costs. The 
husband had given the usual security for the wife's costs, but there 
remained due a balance of £44 odd for her taxed costs, which the 
husband had been ordered to pay. The husband alleged that he was 
without the means to pay this sum. On the 7th of December, 1910 
the husband filed a second petition for dissolution of the marriage 
The acts of adultery alleged in the second petition, although with 
named co-respondents, were all prior to the filing of the first petition 
The wife applied that all proceedings upon the second petition might 
be stayed until the costs of the previous petition had been paid. The 


The wife appealed. 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and FrietcHer Movtron and 
Buckiey, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—This is an appeal from the refusal of the 
President of the Probate and Divorce Division to stay proceedings in 
a pending action until the costs of the appellant in a former proceeding 
have been paid. The appellant is the wife, and the respondent is the 
husband. The relationship of husband and wife in matters of litigation 
in the Divorce Court is very special and peculiar. I do not propose 
to repeat what I said in Kemp-Welch v. Kemp-Welch (1910, P. 233), 
but it is impossible to read the judgments in that case without seeing 
that every member of the court in that case adopted the view of Brett, 
L.J., in Robertson v. Robertson (6 P. D. 119, at p. 123): “It is a 
question of high policy and high propriety, and there is no foundation 
for saying that it is unjust as against the husband that he should pay 
the costs of his wife's defence, whether that defence be finally made 
out or not,’’ and although that case was not really applicable to the 
case before us, we applied the principle by staying proceedings. It is 
true that in that case there had been an abortive trial, and the hushand 
was proceeding with the original action, but we ordered proceedings to 
be stayed until the order for payment of costs had been complied with, 
and security given for the wife’s further costs of the trial. Here the 
facts are somewhat different, but in my opinion the principle applies 
equally. [His lordship stated the facts, and continued :] In my opinion, 
this is a case in which we certainly ought to apply the principle which 
we laid down in Kemp-Welch v. Kemp-Welch, and say that the hus 
band ought not to be allowed to continue the second petition unless 
and until he has paid the costs of the former petition. I am aware 
that it may be said that we are not following the case of Yeatmu«n vy. 
Yeatman (39 L. J. P. 77). That case is very shortly reported, but 
the learned judge who decided it seems to have taken the view that if 
the first petition alleged adultery with A., and the second petition 
alleged adultery with B., then, as the adultery alleged was with 
different persons, it gave rise to different causes of action. With great 
respect I am not prepared to say that that is so. I think that the 
iunalogy, which Fletcher Moulton, L.J., suggested in the course of the 
rgument, of actions of ejectment is very close. Proceedings in a 
second action for ejectment were stayed till the costs of a nonsuit in a 
former action brought to try the same title were paid, although there 
was another defendant in the second ejectment, and it was for different 
lands : Keene v. Angel (6 T. R. 740). Here the charge is that the wife 
committed adultery. during a period covered by the first petition, and 
in one instance with a person who is named in the second petition, but 
in the first petition was included among persons unknown. In my 
opinion, the appeal must be allowed. 

FLeTcHER Mouton and Bucktey, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the 
same effect.—CounseL, Grazebrook; Macpherson. Soticrrors, Pierron 
& Ellis; W. V. Reeve. 

[Reported by J. I. Stiriine, Barrister-at-Law.] 


High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re SIR F. D. DIXON-HARTLAND, Beceased. BANKS »v. 
HARTLAND. Swinfen Eady, J. 24th Feb. 

Estate Duty—F nance Act, 1894 (57 & 58 Vict. c. 30), s. 14 (1)—‘‘ Sum 
CHARGED ON” Estate—CoOvENANT IN DavuGHTER’s SETTLEMENT- 
Amount ALSO CHARGED ON ReaLtY—TRUSTEES NOT TO BE BouND TO 


Resort in First INsTance To THE CHarnce—‘* Express PROVISION TO 

rHe Contrary ’’—Estate Duty Parp out or Personatty—Its INCI 

DENCE AS BETWEEN EXECUTORS AND TRUSTEES OF THE SETTLEMENT. 

Trustees of a settlement containing a covenant to pay a sum of 
money, also thereby charged upon hereditaments of the covenantor, are 
‘ persons entitled to a sum charged on”’ property within the meaning 
of section 14 (1) of the Finance Act, 1894, and as such are bound to pay 
the proper rateable part of the estate duty in respect of the property 
comprised in their security, even though the covenantor’s personal 
estate proves ample to satisfy the covenant amd all estate duty. 
Further, a proviso in the settlement that the trustees are not to be 
hound in the first instance to reaort to the hereditaments charged is not 
‘an express provision to the contrary”’ within the meaning of the 
section 

Alexander's Trustees v. Alexander’s Trustees (1910, Sessions (Cases 


| 637) followed. 


This was an originating summons taken out in the matter of the 
estate of the above-named testator and in the matter of the Finance Act, 
1894, to have it determined whether the plaintiffs, who were the trustees 


| of the setilement dated the 8th of January, 1894, and made on the 


marriage of the testator’s daughter, Theresa Dixon Hartland, were 
entitled to recover from the defendants, as executors of the testator’s 
will, the whole of a sum of £14,286, or only the balance of that sum 
left, after deducting the sum of £1,285 14s. 9d. paid by the defendants 
in respect of estate duty. The settlement contained a covenant by the 
testator that his executors or administrators would within six calendar 


| months after his decease pay the trustees of the settlement the sum of 


£14,286, and that in the meantime he would pay interest thereon at 
the rate of 34 per cent. per annum. It also contained an equitable 
charge upon certain hereditaments of the testator to secure this sum 
and interest, and a proviso that ‘‘ In case of the death of ’’ the testate" 
‘ without having paid the said sum of £14,286 the trustees shall 
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not be bound in the first instance to resort to'’ the said hereditaments 
“for the purpose of obtaining payment of the said sum of £14,286. . . 
but may either require and compel payment of the said sum, and any 
jntereet due thereon, by the executors or administrators’’ of the 
testator, ‘‘or may sell all or any part of the said property, and in case 
by such sale the trustees shall not realize the sum of £14,286 after pay- 
ment of all costs and expenses of sale, they may immediately after such 
sale require and compel payment of any balance still remaining un- 
satisfied of the said sum of £14,286.’’ The testator died on the 15th 
of November, 1909. He left estate which, after deducting debts other 
than the debt in question (which was not incurred for money or money’s 
worth), was of the value of £129,300 odd, of which £24,000 roughly 
represented realty and £105,000 personalty. The hereditaments charged 
by the settlement were provisionally valued at £11,775. The defendants, 
the executors, paid out of the general estate of the testator, and without 
reference to the security, £13,000 on account of the £14,286 covenanted 
to be paid, and they retained in their hands £1,285 4s. 9d. in respect 
of duty paid. The Finance Act, 1894, by section 14 (1) provides : 
“In the case of property which does not pass to the executor as such, 
an amount equal to the proper rateable part of the estate duty may be 
recovered by the person who, being authorized or required to pay the 
estate duty in respect of any property, has paid such duty, from the 
person entitled to any sum charged on such property (whether as « apital 
or as an annuity or otherwise), under a disposition not containing any 
express provision to the contrary.” : 

Swinren Eapy, J., in his judgment, after referring to the facts, con- 
tinued : The plaintiffs on the hearing of the summons have contended 
that they are not liable in respect of the estate duty on any part of 
the £14,286 which was covenanted to be paid. They say that the 
personal estate is ample to satisfy the covenant, and that when it is 
fully paid they will give up the deeds, and that in the ultimate effect 
they will not take any part of the land comprised in the security. They 
contend that this case does not fall within the provisions of section 14 (1) 
of the Finance Act, 1894, and also that even if it would otherwise have 
fallen within those provisions it does not do so here, because, as they 
contend, they are not bound in the first instance to resort to the 
security inasmuch as the proviso in the settlement amounts to “an 
express provision to the contrary ’’ within the meaning of section 14 (1). 
I find that a case has arisen in Scotiand in respect of which a special 
case was presented to and determined by the Court of Session raising 
the precise point which is raised by the present summons, and the facts 
of that case were singularly like the facts of the present case. There 
was there a marriage contract by which the father became liable to 
pay a sum of £30,000, and this sum was charged upon certain heritable 
property. The amount was not paid in the father’s lifetime, and upon 


his death he left, in addition to the estate charged, nearly £100,000 of 
personal estate, and the question which is raised on this summons was 


raised in the Court of Seesion upon a specialcase. It is clear that judgment 
was reserved upon the point, because the Lord Justice Clerk refers to 
the jndgment of Lord Low, which, he says, “‘I have had an opportunity 
of reading.’’ Further, the date in the report, 17th of March, 1910, was 
the date when judgment was delivered. The case was heard in the 
previous year (see p. 640). It was heard in the Second Division on 
the 30th of November, 1909. So the court took time for deliberation. 
Lord Low and Lord Salvesen both give judgments dealing with the very 
point I have to determine, and the Lord Justice Clerk concurred. In my 
opinion, where the exact point in question has been raised and fully 
argued and fully determined by the Court of Session, and where the 
question simply turns upon the construction of a statute which extends 
to Scotland as well as England, my duty is simply to follow that deci- 
sion, leaving the parties, if so advised, to have the judgment reviewed 
elsewhere. I therefore make a declaration that the plaintiffs, as 
trustees of the settlement, are bound to pay the proper rateable part 
of the estate duty in respect of the property comprised in their security. 
The plaintiff will take his costs out of the settled fund and the 
defendant will take his out of the will fund, there will therefore be no 
order as to costs.—CounseL, for the trustees of the settlement, Gover; 
for the executors, Frank Russell, K.C., and Ellis. Sorricrrors, Allen 
&: Son; Rawle, Johnstone, & Co. 
[Reported by Pencr T. Canvey, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Re CATON. VINCENT v. VATCHER. Eve, J. 24th Feb. 


Witt— MAINnTENANCE—Pavrper Lunatic—ActTIon BY OFFICIAL SOLICITOR 
Instructions By Court—FunctTions or THE OFFictaL SoLiciror. 


Where the court refers a matter to the official solicitor, the instruc- 
tions, if not inserted in the order, ought to be embodied in some docu- 
ment, or at least be reduced into writing. 

The functions of the official solicitor with regard to instituting legal 
proceedings considered. 


This was an action for a declaration that the defendants had not 
properly and bond-fide exercised the discretion reposed in them to 
apply a proper part of the income of the trust estate for the mainten- 
ance of the plaintiff, by allowing her to remain as a pauper lunatic in 
an asylum. The action was brought by Sarah Vincent, a person of 
unsound mind not so found by inquisition, by the official solicitor, her 
next friend. The testator by his will appointed the defendants 
executors and trustees, and directed them to pay out of income any 
part thereof as they should, in their absolute discretion, think proper 
for the maintenance of the plaintiff during her life, and empowered 
them to pay the same to any institution or home under whose care the 
plaintiff might happen to be. The eurplus income of the estate 





amounted to about £220. The plaintiff, prior to the testator’s death, 
became a pauper inmate of the Hanwell Asylum, the testator paying 
for her maintenance there, and the defendants, after the testator’s 
death, continued to pay £20 16s. for such maintenance, believing that 
it would not be for her benefit to remove her. 

Eve, J.—The only issue in this action is whether the defendants 
have misconducted themselves in such a way as to make it necessary 
to take the trust out of their hands. I say ‘‘ misconducted”’ because 
from first to last it has been alleged that they have abused their 
position and acted from sordid motives of self-enrichment at the ex- 
pense of a person of unsound mind. Parties who lead off with an 
attack of that nature must not be surprised if other parties also assume 
an aggressive attitude. The defendants, on the death of the testator, 
put themselves in the hands of experienced competent advisers, opened 
a proper banking account, and I am satisfied that they were doing 
their duty without any sordid motive whatever. They satisfied them 
that the plaintiff was being well looked after. They were 
neither untruthful nor dishonest, and gave their evidence with great 
candour, IL frankly confess that I anticipated, and should have wel 
comed a withdrawal of the charges against them. But it was not to 
be. In May last the matter came before Joyce, J., on a summons to 
decide a question of construction arising on the will, and on that 
oceasion Joyce, J., directed the official solicitor to act as guardian ad 
litem, and after deciding the point of construction some ez parte etate 
ment was made, and in response the judge made some observations to 
the effect that the official solicitor should take any steps he thought 
proper for the better maintenance and comfort of the plaintiff. The 
effect of that direction was to throw upon the official solicitor the duty 
of considering what steps, if any, were necessary for the comfort of 
the plaintiff. It certainly was no direction to launch an action, still 
less to pass judgment on persons who had no opportunity of being 
heard. The official solicitor obtained possession of certain letters, and 
from the first he and his advisers, without giving the defendants an 
opportunity of explaining, had made up their minds that those letters 
evidenced a course of conduct which was consistent only with sordid 
motives. The attitude was regrettable, and one which ought not to 
have been adopted, and at least he ought to have given the defendants 
an opportunity of giving an explanation. It was not tili May last 
that the defendants had the slightest idea that they were charged with 
not doing what they ought to have done. The medical officer at the 
asylum admits that he was of opinion that the plaintiff would be 
better, happier, and probably live longer if she was left where she 
was, and he gave reasons which must commend themselves to anyone 
not blinded by prejudice. The writ was issued in July last, and 
the solicitors for the defendants expressed surprise, which I share. 
The official solicitor took up a mistaken attitude and mistook his 
functions. This action ought not to have been proceeded with. 
Instead of that it has been fought out to the bitter end, with 
the fortunate result that it has cleared the defendants of un 
warrantable assertions and has utterly failed. I dismiss it with 
I wish to add that I hope that nothing I have said and no 
criticism which I have felt it my bounden duty to make will create an 
impression that I am for one moment oblivious to the great services 
ungrudgingly and uniformly rendered by the official solicitor. No one 
is more sensible of those services and of the skill, ability and fidelity 
with which he discharges his duties. If he has made mistakes in this 
case I need hardly say that I do not attribute them to anything more 
than errors of judgment to which we are all liable. And this leads 
me to say with great deference that where the court feels it incumbent 
to refer a matter to the official solicitor the instructions, if not inserted 
in the order, should be embodied in some document, or at least reduced 
to writing. Obiter dicta and observations elicited by ez parte state 
ments, unsupported by evidence, and made at the conclusion of a judg 
ment which involves a totally different point, do not, in my opinion, 
afford the most satisfactory media of giving instructions, and are 
sometimes likely to be gravely misunderstood.—Counset, Clayton, 
K.C., and 7. 7. Methold; P. O. Lawrence, K.C., and Pattiazon. 
Soticitors, The Official Solicitor; Crossfield, Cushing, & Wheldon. 

[Reported by 8. E. Wittrams, Barrister-at-Law.) 


selves 


costs. 


Re BOULCOTT’S SETTLEMENT. WOOD v, BOULCOTT. 

Parker, J. 15th Feb, 
SETTLEMENT—COoNSTRUCTION—ANNUITY—DtIRecTIon TO Pay out or In- 
COME—CHARGE ON CorPUS—CONTINUING CHARGE ON INCOME. 

The trustees of a settlement were directed to pay an annuity out 
of income, or such of it ax should exist, and subject thereto to atand 
possessed of the trust funds in trust for the persons therein named 

absolutely insufficient to pay the annuity. 

Held (following Re Boden (1907, 1 Ch. 132) ), that the annuity could 


not be charged on corpus, nor was it a continuing charge on the income. 


The income wa 


By an indenture of settlement, made in 1883, it was agreed that upon 
the happening of certain events, therein specified, the trustees should 
pay to the widow of H. C. Boulcott, ‘‘ out of the said income, or suct. 
of it as shall exist, a clear yearly annuity of £100 sterling by equal 
half-yearly payments,’’ and subject thereto the trustees were to stand 
possessed of the settled funds ‘‘ upon trust for (such) children or child 
of the said H. C. Boulcott in equal shares,’’ with remainders 
over. The events specified in the indenture having happened, the 
widow became entitled to the annuity; but, as the income was in 
sufficient to pay the £100 in full, this summons was taken out for the 
purpose of determining whether the annuity was (a) a charge on the 
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current income only ; (b) a continuing charge on the income; or (c) a} Courts of the Counties Palatine of Lancaster and Durham, and the 


charge on the corpus 
Parker, J., after reading the provisions of the indenture of De- 


cember, 1883, said that the income of the settled funds being insufficient | 


to keep down the annuity, two questions were raised on the summons— 


| 


(a) was the income charged on corpus? (b) if not, was there a con- 


tinuing charge on the income’? 


On the first point, his lordship was | 


of opinion that the annuity was not charged upon the corpus, and | 
that the case fell within fe Boden (1907, 1 Ch. 132), rather than within | 


519; 1909, 2 Ch. 19). The 
His lordship referred first 


Khe Howarth (53 Soticrrors’ JourRnNat, 
second question presented more difficulty. 
to the words of the Lord Chancellor in Foster v 


who held that in that case there were limitations after the death of the | 


widow, which raised a new set of trusts, and inferred, on that account, 
that the charge was to last « nly for her life. 
L.J., in Booth v. Coulton (18 W. R. 877; L. R. 5 Ch. App. 684), was 
to a similar effect His lordship then dealt with He Boden, where, 
Vaughan Williams and Buckley, L.JJ., differing from Fletcher Moul 
ton, L.J., considered that in that case a similar line was drawn, and 
that the charge was inferentially made to cease on the death of the 
His lordship then reviewed the effect of the gift in Re 
Vaughan Williams, 


annuitant 
Boden, and read passages from the judgments of 
L.J., on p. 138, and of Buckley, L.J., on p. 157. In his lordship’s 
opinion they considered that the words must be read meaning 

subject to the trust for payment of the annuity out of income on 
trust to divide,’’ so that the division was only postponed during the 
vidow’'s life. The words in the present case were very analogous, and, 
ifter referring to the judgment of Lord Cairns in Birch v. Sherratt 
(16 W. R. 3, L. R. 2 Ch. App. 644), his lordship held that this case 
could not be distinguished from He Boden, which decision he accordingly 
followed.—Counse., Wurtzhurg; Naper; Cozvens-Hardy. Sorscrrors, 
Bilis, Vunday, ad Clarke 

[Reported by F. Brices, Barrister-at-Law.) 


as 


High Court—Kiue’s Bench 


Division. 


In the Matter of THE SOUTHSEA GARAGE (LIM.). 
25th Feb, 
THE Court—JvuRISDICTION oF CoUNTY 
Orrick Not Srrvare—Compantges (Con- 
69), 3. 131 (1), (3), (5), (7), anp (8). 
for winding-up a company. It 
appeared that, although the aaseta, or #0n of them, of the company 
were the juriediction of the county court, the registered othce 
of the company ifuated within the territorial juriadiction of 
the county court the 
county court judge 

Held, that the 
petition 

But the court held that the facts of the case did not bring it within 
section 129 of the ¢ mpanies (CC naolidation) Act, 1908, and that there 
fore the rder should not hare made 


This was an appeal from a decision of the county court judge sitting 
at Southsea, who had made an order for the winding-up of the 
appellant company, on the petition of a shareholder. It appeared that 
the registered office of the company was at the time of the presentation 
of the petition in London, but that within six months before that 
date it had been at Southsea. But the registered office had been 
thirteen days longer in London than it had been in Southsea during 
those six months. The assets of the company were for the most part 
at Southsea. The appellants contended (1) that there was no juris 
diction in the county court at Southsea to make a winding-up order ; 
and (2) that there no case coming within section 129 of the 
Companies (Consolidation) Act on which a judge could make a 
winding-up order. This case is only reported on the first point, on 
which the appellants argued that the words in sub-section 7 of section 131 
of the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 1908, Nothing in this section 
shall invalidate a proceéding by reason of its being taken in a wrong 


Div. Court. 


WINDING-UP BY 
R&GISTERED 
8 Ep. 7, « 


ComPANTES 
Court WHERE 
SOLIDATION) Act, 1908 


A county court judge made an order 
T 
within 
wae not 
Jt wae contended that under these circumatances 
had no jurisdiction to entertain the petition 


unty court judge had jurisdiction to entertain the 


heen 


was 


The decision of Giffard, | 


Smith (1 Ph. 629), | 





court,’’ did not apply in a case such as the present, where the petition | 


was “ wilfully "’ brought in the inappropriate court. Counsel for the 
appellants cited Ex parte May, Re Brightmore (1884, 14 Q. B. D., at 
p. 37), and. Re French (1889, 24 Q. B. D., at p. 63). The material 
sub-sections of section 131 are quoted in the judgment. 

Dartne, J.—In this case a petition to wind-up a company was pre- 
sented in the county court sitting at Southsea, and it appears that the 
registered office of the company was situated in London within 
jurisdiction of the High Court. During the six months before the 
presentation of the petition, the registered office of the company had 
also been at Southsea. There was a difference of thirteen days only, 
but the office had been registered in London for thirteen days longer 
than at Southsea, and it was registered there when the petition was 
Under these circumstances, the learned counsel for the 


brought 


the | 


appellants has contended that this county court had no jurisdiction to | 


entertain the petition at all, and he cited section 131 of the Companies 
(Consolidation) Act, 1908, in support of his contention. In that, I 
think he was wrong. The jurisdiction in winding-up is given by the 
first words of sub-section 1 : ‘‘ The courts having jurisdiction to wind-up 
companies registered in England shal] be the High Court, the Chancery 





county courts.’’ The county courts, then, had jurisdiction, but some 
county courts may be deprived of that jurisdiction by the Lord 
Chancellor ; but the county courts which he does not deprive of this 
jurisdiction in winding-up, possess it. That, however, does not settle 
the matter, because, by sub-section 3, ‘‘ where the amount of the share 
capital of a company paid up or credited as paid up does not exceed 
£10,000 ’’—that was so in this case—‘‘ and the registered office of the 
company is situated within the jurisdiction of a county court having 
nates under this Act, a petition to wind-up the company shall 
@ presented to that county court.’’ Then, in explanation of the 
phrase ‘‘the registered office of the company is situated within the 
jurisdiction of a county court,’’ sub-section 8 provides “ for the purposes 
of this section the expression ‘ registered office’ means the place which 
has longest been the registered office of the company during the six 
months immediately preceding the presentation of the petition for 
winding-up.”’ In this case the registered office which had been longest 
registered during those six months was the office in London, and not 
that in Southsea. So this county court primd facie lad not jurisdiction 
to entertain this petition, but, by sub-section 7, “‘ nothing in this 
section shall invalidate a proceeding by reason of its being taken in a 
wrong court.’’ But for this sub-section the appellants would mske out 
their contention. Though I do not wish to criticise the language of a 
statute, I do not think the word ‘‘ wrong”’ exactly expresses the 
meaning of the statute. I think what is meant is “ inappropriate 
court.’” What is meant is not that the court is wrong in the 
sense that it has no jurisdiction in winding-up, as, for instance, 
the Central Criminal Court or a Commission of Oyer and Terminer. 
3ut it is the wrong court or the inappropriate court if the petition is 
presented in a county court within whose jurisdiction the registered 
office of the company is not situate. Now, I think that, the petition 
having been presented, we must take it that the judge had power 
to hear the application of the petitioner. I do not think that the 
cases which have been cited oblige us to hold that the judge could not 
in these circumstances preside to hear the petition. In my opinion, he 
was entitled to say, ‘‘I shall hear the petition,’ but I think he could 
only do so if the petition brought the case within the words of 
section 129 of the Act. [The learned judge then dealt with the facts 
of the case, and stated that in his opimion neither the petition nor 
the evidence brought the case within the terms of any sub-section of 
section 129, and that that was so, even if the words in sub-section 6, 
“if the court is of opinion that it is just and equitable that the 
company should be wound up,’’ were read in the widest sense com- 
patible with the decisions, and were not read as being ejusdem generis 
with the words in the preceding sub-sections.] 

PickrorD, J., delivered judgment to the same effect.—Counset, for 
the appellant, &. F. Spence; for the respondent, H. du Paregq. 
Soricrtors, A. Mozley Stark; Tapp, Blackmore, & Teston, for G. H. 
King & Franckeizs, Portsmouth. 

[Reported by C. G. Moray, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Bankruptcy Cases. 


Re PERSSE. C.A. No. 2. 24th Feb. 
Bankruptcy—Act or Bankruptcy—Banxkruptcy Notice—ADDRESss OF 

JupGment Crepiror—Bankruptcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 

52), s. 4, sus-secrton 1 (c)—Bankruptcy Rutes, 1886-1890, r. 136, 

Form 6. 

A judgment creditor, having two houses in different parts of England, 
inserted in a bankruptcy notice the address of the house from which 
he was absent during the currency of the bankruptcy notice. His 
butler was at the address given in the notice, and was authorised to 
receive payments on behalf of his master, or could have sent for him 
at any time during the currency of the notice. 

Held, that the address given was sufficient, and that the bankruptcy 


notice was good. 
Bench 220) 


Decision of the King’s Division (reported ante, p 


j affirme d. 


Appeal from the judgments of Phillimore and Bucknill, JJ., de 
livered on the 23rd of January, affirming a receiving order made in the 
county court at St. Albans. The petitioning creditor was a master at 
Winchester, and had a house at Winchester, known as Kingsgate House, 
and also’a house in Suffolk, where he usually spent the holidays. He 
issued a bankruptcy notice, demanding payment of a judgment debt 
from the debtor, and in it described himself as ‘‘ of Kingsgate House. 
Winchester."’ The notice was served on the debtor upon the 16th of 
August, upon which date, as well as upon the seven subsequent days, 
the creditor was living at his Suffolk residence. The creditor's butler 
was in charge of the house at Winchester, was authorised to receive 
payment of debts for his master, and could have sent for him at any 
time during the currency of the notice. The debtor was aware that 
the creditor would not be at Winchester during the holidays, and 
made no attempt to go there and pay the debt, but waited till a petition 
was presented, at the hearing of which he contended that the bank 
ruptcy notice was bad, as the address of the creditor given therein 
was not an address where the creditor could be found during the cur 
rency of the notice. The registrar at St. Albans overruled the objec 
tion, and made a receiving order, which was affirmed in the Kings 
Bench Division. The debtor appealed by leave of the Court of Appeal. 
Counsel for the appellant contended that the address given was not 
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one where the debtor could pay the creditor as required by the terms 
of the bankruptcy notice. Further, that assuming fhe could have paid 
the butler at that address, he could not there have secured or com- 
pounded for the debt to the satisfaction of the creditor, who was not 
there at any time during the currency of the notice. He relied on the 
decisions of Re Slogdon, Ex parte Leigh (1895, 2 Q. B. 529), and Re 
Beauchamp (1904, 1 K. B. 572). Counsel for the respondent was not 
called upon. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—In this case the petitioning creditor un 
doubtedly resided at Kingsgate House, Winchester, the address givea 
in the bankruptcy notice. i is true that he also had a country house 
in Suffolk, where he was living during August, but he had left his 
butler at Winchester, who had authority to receive money for him. It 


strange to say, he even now declines to say who were his clients. If 
A, B, and C publish a newspaper under the style of the X Company 
(Limited), the rules contain provisions that they may be sued under 
that style, but they must appear in their own names. The whole pro 
ceedings in the present action are inconsistent with the theory now 
set up. In my opinion the judgment is not available against Mr. Dunn's 
unknown clients, and I fail to see that the plaintiff by signing judgment 
in the only way in which it could be signed—viz., against Liberal 
Opinion (Limited)—has in any way altered the position. I think we 
have jurisdiction to order Mr. Dunn to pay the plaintiff's costs of the 
action (less £150), and that we ought to exercise this jurisdiction. 


The appeal must be allowed, with costs here and below 


cannot be argued that the bankruptcy notice could be disregarded | 


because the creditor was not in residence at Winchester, though he 
had left his butler there as an agent to receive money for him. A 
bankruptcy notice requires a debtor to pay the money due unless he 
can persuade the creditor to compound for a less amount than is due, 
and if there is someone at the address given who can give a receipt for 
the payment of the debt, that is enough. It could not be argued that 
a bankruptcy notice was bad in a case where the creditor refused to see 
the debtor, and sent word that he would not hear of compounding or 
taking security. He is entitled to payment, and cannot be forced to 
compound or take security ; any such indulgence is a voluntary act on 
the part of the creditor, and not a right which can be demanded by 
the debtor. 

FietcHerR Movutton, L.J.—Form 6, the statutory form of a bank 
ruptcy notice, requires the debtor to pay ‘‘ to C.D. of , the 
sum of £ ,”’ thus shewing that the address of the creditor is to be 
inserted. 
inserted, but it has been suggested that, on the authority of Re Slogdon 





Here the proper incontestable address of the creditor was | 


and Re Beauchamp, the address must be a place where the creditor can | 


be found during the currency of the notice. In both of those cases the 
address given was not the incontestable address of the creditor; in 
one it was a club, in the other an hotel, and the onus was on the 
creditor to show that the address was a proper one. In the present 
case, the proper address was inserted, and there was someone there 
with authority to receive money on behalf of the creditor. 

Bucktey, L.J.—No doubt an address must be given in the bank 
ruptcy notice where the creditor can be found during the currency of 
the notice. I consider that such an address is given if the bankruptcy 
notice contains the description of the creditor's regular place of 
residence, where there is a person who has authority to receive pay 


ment of the debt on the creditor's behalf. Appeal dismissed.—Counsz1, | 


Kingsbury; Hansell. Souscitors, W. P. Hargrave; Prior, Church, a 
Adame. 


[Reported by P. M. Francae, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


SIMMONS v. LIBERAL OPINION (LIM.). Re DUNN. 
22nd Feb. 


Soricrron—Reratner to Conpucr Derence to an Action—Company— 
NON-REGISTRATION—IMPLIED WARRANTY OF EXISTENCE OF AUTHORITY 
—Liabiuiry or Sovicitor to Pay Puawtirr’s Costs. : 

A solicitor warrants the authority which he claims as representing 
his client. If, therefore, he enters an appearance in an actidn on behalf 
of a corporation, he warrants the existence of the corporation, and is 
personally liable to pay the costs thrown away if the corporation should 
prove to be non-existent. In such a case it is not a good defence that 
though the corporation is non-existent the solicitor received instructions 


C.A. No, 2. 


on behalf of individuals who were carrying on business under the style | 


and in the name of the non-existent corporation. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Darling, J. The matter arose | 


out of an action of Simmons v. Liberal Opinion (Limited). The 
plaintiff obtained a verdict for £5,000 damages, and judgment for this 
amount was entered against Liberal Opinion (Limited). 
clusion of the trial application was made on behalf of the plaintiff that 
the solicitors for the defendants, Messrs. Dunn, Baker, & Co., should 
be asked to show cause why they should not be made personally respon- 
sible for the plaintiff's costs on the ground that the defendants were 
not a limited company, as stated in the pleadings, and that therefore 
Messrs. Dunn, Baker, & Co. had improperly accepted instructions to 
appear for them in that capacity. Darling, J., came to the conclusion 
that Mr. Dunn had authority to act for certain defendants who carried 
on business under the style of Liberal Opinion (Limited), and it there- 
fore could not be said that he had no clients. The application there- 
fore failed, each party to pay their own costs. The plaintiff appealed. 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Fiercuer Movtron and 
Bucktey, L.JJ.} allowed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R., after stating the facts, said : In my opinion 
the proceedings in the action have been futile, and the costs incurred 
by the plaintiff have been absolutely thrown away by reason of the 


At the con- | 


appearance entered by Mr. Dunn for a non-existing corporation. A 


solicitor must be held to warrant the authority which ho claims ae 
representing his client. Yonge v. Toynbee (1940, 

recent illustration of this well-ostablished principle. I do not think 
this is seriously contested, but it is eought to escape by arguing that 


Mr. Dunn had some persons for whom he was authorized to act, though, 
' 





1 K. B. 215) is a | 


FietcHer Movutron and Buck.iey, L.JJ., delivered judgment to the 
same effect.—CounseL, WeCardie; (. A. Russell, K.C.; Stuart Bevan; 
and Lord Tiverton, Sorscrrors, Lewis & Lewis; Dunn, Baker, & Ce. 

[Reported by J. I. Stintine, Barrister-at-Law.] 


Societies. 
Sheffield District Incorporated Law Society. 


At the thirty-sixth annual general meeting of the Sheffield District 
Incorporated Law Society, held in the Rooms, Hoole’s Chambers, 
Bank-street, Sheffield, on Wednesday, the 22nd of February, 1911, at 
3.50 o'clock p.m. Present : The president, Mr. Georce Denton (in 
the chair), and Messrs. F. Allen (Doncaster), Henry Auty, J. C. Auty, 
W. C. Auty, Jonathan Barber, H. Bedford, C. F. Bennett, Joseph 
Binney, M. H. Craven, J. H. Davidson, H. G. T. Fernell, T. A 
Gainstord, R. Hargreaves, G. A. 1. Huntsman, W. A. Lambert, H. N 
Lucas, A. E. C. Ludham, R. Meeke, Arthur Neal, C. Padiey, D. H. 
Porrett, P. B. Richardson, J. P. Russell, H. B. Sandford, A. Slater, 
W. Tottle (Eckington), C. R. Wilson, E. Bramley (hon. sec.), and 
C. S. Coombe (assist. sec.). 

The notice convening the meeting, and the report, as printed and 
circulated, having been taken as read, it was resolved : 

1. That the report presented by the committee be received, confirmed, 
and adopted, and that the accounts of Mr. Arthur Wightman, the hon 
treasurer for the past year, as audited by the society's professional 
auditor, be approved and passed, and that the thanks of the society 
be given to him for his services. 

2. That the cordial thanks of the society be given to Mr. George 
Denton, the president, for the ability with which he has filled the 
office, and the consideration he has given to his duties during the past 
year 
" 3. That the cordial thanks of the sox iety be given to Mr. Edward 
Bramley and Mr. C. Stanley Coombe for the able manner in which 
they have discharged the offices of honorary secretary and assistant 
secretary respectively during the past year. 

4. That Mr. Jonathan Barber be elected the president 

5. That Mr. Thomas Henry Bingley be elected the vice-president, 
and Mr. Arthur Wightman be re-elected the hon. treasurer of the 
society for the ensuing year. 

6. That Mr. Edward Bramley be re-elected the hon. secretary of the 
society, and that Mr. C. Stanley Coombe be re-appointed assistant 
secretary at the salary of £50, for the ensuing year. 

7. That the following gentlemen be hereby appointed to act on thir 
committee for the ensuing year: Messrs. W. C. Auty, H. Bedford, 
Cc. F. Bennett, R. Benson, J. Binney, F. Bowman, J. C. Clegg, C. 5. 
Coombe, George Denton, W.,.E. Dyson, T. W. Hall, A. E. C. Ludham 
A. Neal, C. Padley, R. F. Pawsey (Barnsley), J. H. Pawson (Don 
caster), E. W. Pye-Smith, H. Reed, J. P. Russell, C. R. Wilson, and 
J. J. B. Young. 

The following are extracts from the report of this society 

Membere.—The number of members is now 1 

Legal Education.—The legal departmeyt of the University of Shef 
field continues to make very satisfactory progress in the third session 
of the Law Faculty, which commenced in October last. There were 
thirty-six students in all, of whom eleven were attending, a degree 
course, eight the advanced course, thirteen the junior course, and th 
remainder were taking the commercial law course. Professor Trotte: 
and Mr. Caporn continue to act as professor of law and lecture: 
respectively, the latter having had the amount of his duties and hi 
remuneration somewhat increased. Mr. Shuttleworth’s class on 
accountancy is being attended by seven of the junior students. Mr, E 
Bramley is delivering a course of lectures on company law. It wa 
some time ago suggested that occasional courses of lectures might be 
delivered at the Sheffield University by the law py a the Leeds 
University, and at Leeds by the Sheffield law protessor. The committe 
are glad to say that arrangements have been made by the Yorkshire 
Board of Legal Studies in nsultation with the two Universitic 
whereby Professor Philips, of Leeds, will visit Sheffield weekly for a 
short period during the present session to deliver short courses of 
lectures to degree and advanced students. The subjects selected ar 
‘Trusts’? and ** Bankrupt At the request of the Lav 
Faculty, your committee sent out a circular impressing upon members 
the advisability of urging intending articled clerks, or clerks who 
have just been articled, to sit tor the matriculation examination of th 
University (unless they have already passed either that or somo 
other equivalent examinaticn). Thus, at any time afterwards, if the; 
wished, they could proceed to study for a law degree, without being 
faced with passing an examination in general knowledge some time 
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after they have left school. The committee trust that, with such 
influence as members can exercise, and the co-operation of the head 
master of King Edward VII.’s Grammar School at Sheffield, and those 
of other secondary schools in the county (who have all been com 
municated with on the subject), a geateally increasing number of 
students will offer themselves for the law degree courses. The numbe: 
of articled clerks in Sheffield is just now much above the average, 
which is an advantage so far as the law department at the University 
is concerned 

The Associated Provincial Law Societies.—This association has been 
exceptionally active during the year, six special meetings having been 
held, in addition to the annual meeting: One of the principal items 
of discussion has been the constitution of the association. The question 
of its revirion was raised by your hon. secretary at the annual general 
meeting of the association on the instructions of your committee, who 


subsequently prepared a number of suggestions for alterations in the | 


rules. These and other suggestions were duly considered by a com 
mittee of the associated societies specially appointed, and a new set of 
rules adopting, with modifications, some of the alterations suggested 
by your committee, was drawn up. The new rules, which will come up 


for confirmation at the next general meeting of the association, provide, | 


amongst other things, for the election, annually, of a chairman, vice 


chairman, and two honorary secretaries; that meetings other than the | 


annual general meeting shall be called on the requisition of two mem 
bers stating the objects of the meeting (in case of emergency, however, 


the secretaries may call a meeting without such requisition); that the | 


principle of proportionate voting shall be adopted at the meetings of 
the association (entitling a constituent society to one vote, and an 
additional vote in respect of each complete fifty after the first fifty 
members belonging to it—no society, however, to have more than six 
votes). It is hoped that these alterations will have the effect of adding 
weight to this association in the opinion of provincial solicitors. Much 
of the time of the association has been devoted to questions arising 
under the Finance (1909-10) Act, 1910, and many of the points dealt 
with in the Law Society’s Memoranda of 10th August were included 


on the suggestion of the Association. At the request of your committee | 
| stood at the time of first registration, and should not extend to the 


and that of the Plymouth Law Society, the association made a repre 
sentation to the Inland Revenue authorities asking that, having regard 
to the number of compulsory adjudications rendered necessary by the 
Finance Act, instruments requiring adjudication might be lodged at 
local revenue offices, or forwarded through the post, free of charge 
instead of at a fee of 5s. as at present The Inland Revenue authorities 
have not yet seen their way to concede all that is desired, and negotia 
tions with them are still proceeding. 


The Yorkshire Union of Law Societies The union has held two 


meetings at Leeds during the year 1910, both of which were attended 


by representatives from your society. 

The Conveyancing Bill, 1910.—The attention of your committee was 
called to section 13 of the Law Society's Conveyancing Bill directed 
against contracts restricting a purchaser or lessee in his choice of a 
solicitor. In the opinion of the committee it was not sufficiently clea: 
that the section left untouched the custom prevailing in this and othe: 
districts whereby a lessor’s costs are payable by the lessee. It was, 
therefore, suggested to the Law Society that the section might be 
amended so as to remove any doubt on the point. It is understood 
that in the Bill which it is intended to introduce during the present 
session the clause has been re-drafted. 

Land Transfer.—The report of the Royal Commission appointed in 
July, 1908, has just been issued. The following extract taken from 
page 48 of the report summarises the general attitude of the Commis 
sion, and will tend to relieve land-owners and solicitors in the provinces 
from the fear of any extension for some years to come of the principl 
of registration of titles 

The system as it stands is in our judgment imperfect : and we 
cannot recommend the compulsory extension of an imperfect system 
We think that it should first be amended in the manner we have pro 
posed and that if, after sufficient experience, the amended system is 
found to work satisfactorily within the present compulsory area of the 
county of London, a Bill for the gradual extension of compulsion on 
sales to.the rest of the country by the establishment of local centres 
and branches in the manner suggested by the Registrar should then be 
considered by Parliament.”’ 

The Royal Commission on Divorce and Matrimonial Causes.—In 


pursuance of the invitation to the society to tender evidence before the | 


commissioners, Mr. J. E. Wing attended in London early in the year 
1910, and was examined upon a proof prepared under the direction of 
the special sub-committee appointed to consider the subject. The 
following were the most material points in his evidence :—Jurisdiction 
in divorce and matrimonial causes should be conferred on county 
courts; the jurisdiction should be limited to petitioners whose assets 
do not exceed £500, and whose annual incoine does not exceed £250; 
the procedure should be similar to the present High Court practice ; 
the right of audience of solicitors should not be interfered with, but 
should be the same in divorce as in other cases; where a husband or 
wife commits adultery the innocent party ought to be entitled to a 
separation order with maintenance; reports of divorce cases by the 
daily press act as a deterrent in many cases, and ought to be allowed, 
subject to a discretion in the judge to prohibit publication in any par- 
ticular case; the court should have power to grant a divorce from a 
husband or wife who is certified a lunatic without probability of re- 
een convicted of crime and sentenced to penal 


covery, or who has | 
, or who has disappeared 


servitude for a period of not less than five year 
and not been heard of for at least seven years. 


——— 


City of London Solicitors’ Company. 


At the second ordinary annual general meeting of the City of London 
Solicitors’ Company, held at the Pewterers’ Hall, Lime-street, E.¢. 
on Monday, the 20th ult., Sir Homewood Crawford (City Solicitor) 
presiding, Mr. T. H. D. Berridge and Mr. F. W. Biddle, members of 
the court retiring by rotation, were re-elected. Mr. Albert S. Hicks 
(Messrs. Hicks, Walters & Co.) was re-elected honorary auditor. 

Important recommendations in reference to the profession were dis. 
cussed and agreed to for the consideration of the ee Society. 

At a meeting of the Court held subsequently, Mr. John C. Holmes 
was elected master for the ensuing year, Sir Wm. J. Crump was elected 
senior warden, and Mr. T. H. D. Berridge junior warden. Mr. H. D. 
P. Francis was re-elected clerk. 








The Report of the Royal Commission 
on the Land Transfer Acts. 


| We continue our extracts from this report from page 300. ] 
H.—CoMPENSATION. 


82. Although the Acts of 1862 and 1875 appear to have contemplated 
that registration with indefeasible or absolute title should have thy 
effect of ruling out or barring all claims to the land arising out of the 
title prior to first registration, neither of those Acts provided for any 
compensation to the parties ruled out. Provision for compensation in 
certain cases was, as we have seen, introduced by the Act of 1897; but 
no case has yet arisen of a claim for compensation by a party ruled 
out by registration; and we think that the compensation section of 
the Act of 1897 should be amended so as to deal expressly with this 
particular case, and to regulate the compensation on the following 
lines :—(a) Compensation should be given in respect of the land as it 


value of any buildings erected or improvements effected after that 
time. (6) Inasmuch as the rights of persons in occupation or receipt 
of the rents and profits of the land would be preserved as against the 
registered proprietor provision would only be necessary for the cases 
of persons not in such occupation or receipt. 

85. In addition to the limitation of rights or remedies imposed by 
existing statutes,:we think that in all cases claim to compensation 
should be made within a period of six years from the date of grant of 
absolute title. To this rule we think only the following exceptions 
should be made :—(a) In case of infancy the period should begin at 
the date of the real owner attaining majority. (6) In the case of 
settled property the claim of a person whose estate was in remainder 
at the date of registration should be made within a period of six years 
after his estate falls into possession. (¢) Claims by a person whose 
estate was in reversion on a term should be made within six years of 
the estate vesting in possession. (d) Claims by a mortgagee should 
be limited to six years next after the last payment of any part of the 
principal money or interest secured by the mortgage. 

1.—MISCELLANEOUS AMENDMENTS. 


(1) Procedure on Application for First Registration.—84. Under the 
existing law an application can be made for first registration with either 
possessory or absolute title, whether in a voluntary or a compulsory 
area. We think that application for possessory or absolute title should 
continue to be at the option of the applicant, and that any variety in 
the form of application should be permitted, provided the application 
contains what is necessary to found the new entry on. In either case 
it should be accompanied by the deeds and documents relating to the 
property, as now required, and the applicant should declare that all 
such deeds and documents in his possession have been sent in. Besides 
this, the form now required to be signed by the applicant or his 


| solicitor contains the following clause :—‘‘I am not aware of any 


question or doubt affecting the title to the property or any part thereof, 
or of any matter or thing whereby the title is or may be impeached, 
affected, or called in question in any manner whatsoever.’’ This has 
been much objected to by solicitors, as an inquisition as to knowledge 
outside the title which imposes an undue liability on themselves or 
their clients. We do not see why any statement should be insisted on 
which would expose the person making it to a liability when acting 
honestly. The registrar, on being satisfied that there is a primd facie 
title, should register the property with possessory title, if such has been 
applied for. If, on further examination, the registrar is satisfied that 
an absolute title can be given where only a possessory title has been 
applied for, he should be empowered to register it without extra charge, 
whether the owner of the property consents or not ; this, together with 
any other provisions for facilitating the “‘ ripening ’’ of possessory into 
absolute title, to apply to any titles less than absolute already registered. 
It is noteworthy that of 488 offers in London cases of absolute title 


| free of charge, where less had been applied for, made by the registrar 


under the new rules, 269 only were accepted, and 219 refused for quite 
inadequate reasons. After registration with absolute title such deeds 
and documents as the registrar may require should remain in the 
registry. 

(2) Conveyance of Lega? Estate in a Compulsory Area.—®85. At 
present, in a compulsory area, the legal ownership does not pass until 
regiatration is complete. The delay in completing transactions, due 
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to this, is complained of, as well as the risk involved in completing | 
s purchase before acquiring the legai estate. We recommend that in | 
a compulsory area (in lieu of the present pe sg a conveyance on 
sale or a lease requiring registration should take effect on execution, | 
but should become void so far as regards the conveyance or grant of 
the legal estate or interest unless registration is applied for within one 
month from the actual execution of the deed by the grantor. Upon the 

istration of the deed the purchaser should be entered as the pro- 

etor, and dealings with him in the interval should be treated as if | 
made after registration. 

(3) Description and Boundaries.—86. Land should be described on 
the register by verbal description, boundaries being stated as those | 
which exist at the date to which the description refers; but maps 
should be used in all cases for assisting identity, and where possible | 
boundaries shewn on the map should be stated to be the actual 
boundaries of the property. Thus, where the property is described in 
a conveyance to the applicant for first registration or a predecessor in 
title as bounded by a road or towing path, it would be described on a 
register as bounded by the road or towing path as at the date of the 
conveyance ; and where the property is described by reference to the 
properties of adjoining owners a similar description should be entered 
on the register. The actual limit of the road or towing path, or of the 
properties of the adjoining owners, would be left to be determined, as 
it is in an ordinary case of a conveyance by deed of unregistered 
land, when such determination becomes necessary. Where the convey- 
ance is of part of the property of the conveying party there should be 
no difficulty in locating the boundary between the property conveyed 
and that retained, and that boundary should be fixed and shewn on | 
the plan. Where it appears that a conveyance, either expressly or by 
presumption (not rebutted by anything appearing on the earlier title), 
includes the soil ‘‘ usqgue ad medium filum”’ of a road or stream, then 
the boundary should be stated accordingly. Where there is no con- 
veyance from which a description can be taken, the property should be 
described in the same way as if a conveyance was then being prepared. 
When part of a property already registered is transferred, the boundary 
between the property transferred and that retained should be defined 
ona map. The above recommendations will necessitate the repeal of | 
section 14 (2) of the Act of 1897. 

(4) Certificates.—87. If our recommendations are adopted, the register 
should be as simple as possible, referring to matters affecting the title, 
rather than attempting to summarise them. This is still more 
advisable in the case of the certificate. We have seen many compli- 





cated documents of this kind. The certificate should be brought into 
the office, and a new one issued, on every fresh dealing. so that it 
should be confined to a mere statement of absolute ownership, subject 
to mortgage, settlement, or will, or lease, or rent-charge, or restrictions 
as to user, as the case might be, thus directing attention to the register 





and to documents from which the facts could be ascertained. A 
possessory certificate should be different in colour from an absolute | 
certificate ; and a warning as to its nature should be given on the face | 
of it in so plain and simple a manner that anyone could understand it. 
A difference in form or colour should also distinguish a case in which 
the register is free from notices from one in which notices exist. A 





certificate of the latter kind should be issued to a mortgagor so that he 
may by means thereof deal with his equity of redemption, subject to 
the rights of the mortgagees. We agree with a suggestion made to us 

by the registrar that the provisions contained in section 8 of the Act | 
of 1897 as to the production and loss of land certificates, office copies 
of registered leases, or certificates of charge are too stringent, and 
that the matter would be more conveniently dealt with by rules. We 
think that this is specially true of the advertisements required in such 
cases, and that the number of them might properly be limited. Certifi- 
cates of charge will, of course, be unnecessary if our recommendations 
are adopted. 

_ (5) Rectification of Register on Disclaimer of Leaseholds by Trustee 
im Bankruptcy.—88. The registrar adverted to the case brought under 
our notice in which leasehold property of a bankrupt burdened with 
onerous covenants has been disclaimed by his trustee under section 55 
of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. The disclaimer may be effected :— 
(a) Without the leave of the court where a bankrupt lessee has not 
sublet or mortgaged, and in other cases stated in rule 320 of the Bank- 
ruptey Rules. (4) With the leave of the court in all other cases. In 
some of such last-mentioned cases the leave to disclaim is followed by 
an order of the Bankruptcy Court vesting the lease in a mortgagee, 
sub-lessee, or some other person claiming an interest in the property. 





It has not hitherto been the practice for such orders to direct rectifi 
cation of the register, but rectification is made in a subsequent pro- 


ceeding before the registrar under the Land Transfer Rule 151, when | 
matter already placed before the court on the application for leave to | 
disclaim is again gone into, and the bankrupt is served with notice of 


application. We think that the extra expense and trouble thus 


secasioned may be avoided, and that the court making the vesting | 


order should direct the consequent rectification of the register, without 
any further notice to the bankrupt or any necessity for obtaining or 
attemnting to ohtain a transfer from him. Section 95 of the Land 
Transfer Act, 1875, should be amended so far as is necessary to carry 
this out. ‘ 
order an application to close the leasehold title and make the appro. | 
Priate entry or note upon the revister may he made to the registror 
under Land Transfer Rules 218-222. On such an application rule 221 
requires that the lease shall be produced and the land certificate and 
harce certificates, if any, delivered up and cancelled, and it has 


Where the disclaimer of a lease is not followed by a vesting | 


hitherto been the practice to direct notice of the application to be given 
to the bankrupt. In some cases it is difficult and expensive for the 
applicant fo obtain production of the lease and certificates, and the 
registrar has dispensed with their production under the discretionary 
power given by rule 341. The bankrupt can appear on the application 
and raise objections, which put the applicant to considerable expense. 
We recommend that provision should be made by Act or rule a 


| the necessity for serving the bankrupt with notice of application an 


defining conditions under which the registrar may dispense with pro- 
duction of the lease and certificates. 

(6) Rule Committee.—89. We consider that it would be of advantage 
in framing rules if some further representation on the Rule Committee 
were given to the solicitors’ profession; and that in the choice of a 
representative regard should be had to the great experience and know 
ledge of conveyancing possessed by the leading country solicitors. 

(7) Amendment of the Land Registry (Middlesex Deeds) Act, 1891.- 
90. It appears that the 1st schedule to the Land Registry (Middlesex 


| Deeds) Act, 1891, extends (rule 14) to matters which would be more 
properly dealt with in the legislation relating to registration of title, 


and we recommend that rule 14 should be repealed, and replaced by a 
statutory provision rendering registration in any local deeds registry 
of any purchase deed unnecessary where the purchaser's title 6 
registered under the Land Transfer Acts; but we think that the matter 
of fees dealt with by rule 14 should be left to be dealt with by rules 
under the Land Transfer Acts. We also recommend that section 2 
of the Act of 1891 should be amended by removing all doubt whether 
the rules under that Act are to be made with the assistance of the 
Rule Committee under the Land Transfer Acts or not. 
J.—Frxs. 

91. We have given much consideration to the question of the fees 
which may properly be charged by the office, both on first registration 
and on subsequent occasions. We approve of the encouragement given 
to applications for absolute title by the reduction of fees in such cases 
established by the Fee Order of 1908; but we think it essential to any 
general acceptance of a system of registration of title that the additional 
expense entailed by first registration on the owner or purchaser of a 
property, who gains less by registration than future purchasers, should 
be made as light as possible, and we recommend that the fees then 
payable should be made chargeable at the option of the owner on the 
property registerea, so as to be paid by instalments with interest at 
4 per cent. per annum in twenty years. The effect of this change 
would probably be, in the first instance, to diminish for a few years the 
annual receipts from fees, by substituting deferred payments in the 
larger cases for payment by a capital sum. This would involve an 
amendment of sub-section 4 of section 22 of the Act of 1897, which 
requires the receipts to balance the expenditure in each year; and this 
amendment, in our opinion, ought to be made. 

92. A more difficult question is raised by the attempt in the Fee 
Order of 1908 to carry out the principle laid down for the first time by 
Parliament in section 22 (4) of the Act of 1897, viz. : that the land 
registry system should pay its way without aid from the taxpayers 
We accept that principle, subject to its fair application, and we approve 
of the scale of fees laid down for the lower values in the fee order, 
for we think that reasonable fees of that kind may properly be charged 
to landowners for the special advantage they may derive from regis 
tration. But we consider that the rules of 1908 by exacting higher fees 
on the first registration of the more valuable properties, and still more 
by raising the fees on transfers of, charges on, and transfers of charges 
on registered properties over £1,000 value, have given rise to a very 
legitimate grievance. A case was laid before us where, under this 
order, a fee of £99 was demanded for the transfer of a mortgage for 
£33,000 when the form carried into the registry was about 300 words 
(four folios) in length, and was so simple that a principal clerk could 
have dealt with it in a few minutes. We do not consider that such 
high fees should be charged to the owners of large properties in the 
compulsory area in order to make registration cheap for the owners of 
small properties throughout the country; and we recommend that a 
reasonable maximum limit to the fees to be charged under the ad 
valorem scale should be fixed. This change would probably cause a 
considerable reduction in the receipts of the Land Registry Office ; and 
we observe that the receipts of that office in the year ending 31st March, 
1910, only amounted to £53,888 14s. ld as compared with an expendi 
ture of £50,289 18s. 2d. charged against them. It is, however, proper 
to inquire whether the whole of that expenditure is fairly charged, or 
is necessary for the work of the office. We observe, in the first place, 
that a charge of £9,348 9s. is made for the building annuity. We 
cannot consider it fair to the present working of the system to expect 
it to repay in less than forty years not merely £55,746 for the cost of 
the building, but also £155,117 for a very expensive freehold site ; and 
we recommend that the office should be relieved of this payment in 
future, and charged only with an annual rent based on the assessment 
of the building to local taxation, and with the cost of maintenance 
and repairs. Further, if our proposals for simplifying the business of 
the office be carried out, we think that it may be found to be un 
necessary to fill up some of the vacancies which from time to time 
occur on the staff; and on this head we may call special attention 
to our recommendations on the subject of the description and boun- 
daries of property, and to the fact that, of the expenditure of the 
office, an average amount of £12,825 per annum, since the commence- 
ment of work under the Act of 1897, has been due to the mapping 
department. We think that the cost of any revision of the Ordnance 
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map which may be necessary for the identification of a property when 
registered should be borne, not by the owner of the property, but by 
the Treasury. Any person wishing to have his boundaries more pre 
cisely defined than is necessary for registration might have it done on 
special application at his own expense. 

93. We think that, by the means we have suggested, it would be 
possible to maintain the balance between the receipts and expenditure 


of the office over a period of years, and at the same time to reduce the | 


excereive fees to which we have taken exception. We feel that the 
objections to such high fees which have always been urged by those 
who desired to promote the success of a system of registration of title 
have been greatly increased by the compulsory clauses of the Act of 
1897. While the registration of title and of dealings with property 
was optional to landowners, high fees. no doubt, deterred them from 
registration ; but no injustice was involved, for no landowner need have 
incurred the fees unless he considered registration would be an advan 
tage. But the position was altered by the introduction of compulsion. 
The justification of the policy of compulsion is the belief that regis 
tration of title is a matter in which the public at large are interested, 
because by cheapening and facilitating the transfer of land it would 
benefit the country by increasing the number of landowners; and it 
18 quite inconsistent with the acceptance of that policy to increase the 
opposition to its maintenance, and prevent its extension by penalising 
the larger landowners with excessive fees We regard this as an 
additional reason, if any were needed, for the reduction of the charge 
for the office building to the extent recommended above. We recom 
mend that all the receipts of the Land Registry Office under the several 
Acts which it administers should be carried to a single account ; and all 
the expenses of the office under these Acts should be charged against it. 

94. In connection with the expense of dealings with registered land, 
our attention has been called by several witnesses to the percentage 
scale of remuneration allowed to solicitors by rule 336 of the Land 
Tranefer Rules in es where no title outside the register is investi 
gated. That scale is complained of as inadequate for the work that 
has to be done It appears that a preliminary agreement is still 
required in most cases, and that sometimes delivery and perusal of 
abstracts are necessary; and that though there is a reduction in the 
length of the abstract, and the number of deeds to be examined. and 
the number of requisitions delivered, yet these advantages are to some 
extent counterbalanced by the trouble due to a solicitor’s inexperience 
of the system of registration; and a feeling of injustice is aggravated 
by the fact that, while the solicitor’s charges have been kept down. 
the registry fees have been largely increased in the cases to which we 
have already referred It must be remembered that a percentage scale 
of remuneration may often result in over-payment in the larger cases 
and under-payment in those of small value; and we note the admission 
of the registrar that the scale is unnecessarily low in the higher 
values We think that the Rule-making Authority might properly 
consider whether it could not fairly be increased to some extent in 
certain cases over £1,000 in value. It is obvious that the actual details 
of a new scale must depend very largely on the extent to which our 
recommendations for altering the present method of dealing with 
registered land are adopted, and therefore we content ourselves with 
the foregoing general recommendations as to the remuneration of 
solicitors jut we think that, in fixing a scale, care should be taken to 
express clearly the description of the work which it is to cover. by 
analogy to the corresponding provisions in the general order under 
the Solicitors’ Remuneration Act. 1881 


Companies. 
Legal and General Life Assurance Society, 


The report for 1910, submitted at the meeting on Tuesday, hewed 
that 5,793 policies for £3,315,035 were issued in the vear, of which 
£687 662 was re-assured The gross new premiums were £167,307. or. 
less re-assurances, £144,206 net. The total net premium income 
amounted to £792,294, heing an increase for the vear of £43,324. The 
total net claims on the life assurance fund amounted to £311.297. in 
cluding £34,634 paid as bonus additions. The claims on the general 
fund, being mostly sinking fund policies matured, amounted to £32.612 
The total funds increared during the year by £626,330, and amounted 
to £7,499,795, vielding an average rate of £4 4s. 11d per cent. interest, 





Legal News. 


General. 


lt is stated that Judge Parry, who has been transferred from Man 
chester to London, to fill the vacancy caused by the death of Judge 
Emden, will take his seat for the first time at Lambeth County Court 
on Wednesday next . 


It is announced that the Honourable Society of Gray's Inn will cele- 
brate the King’s Coronation by a Bal Poudré, to be given in the ancient 
hall of the society on Tuesday, June 20th, and that on some later date 
and in honour of the same event the Masters of the Bench will entertain 
about 2,000 poor children of the neighbourhood in the gardens of the 
Inn. 


The funeral of the late Lord Wolverhampton took place on Wednes 
day afternoon, at the Tettenhall churchyard. The service was con. 
ducted by the Bishop of Lichfield, assisted by Canon Hensley Henson, 

| of Westminster, and Canon Hartley, of Ripon Cathedral. Lord 
| Herschell represented the King. 


An inquest was held at Newquay on Tuesday, says the Duily Mail, 
| on William Thomas Jacka, solicitor, who died at his residence. Medical 
evidence was given that Mr. Jacka for many years had suffered from an 
internal oumpliied, and, on his own initiative, had taken tabloids, the 
dangerous nature of which he did not realise. In this way he probably 
took thirty-five grains of corrosive sublimate, three or four grains of 
which would be sufficient to kill an adult. A verdict of Death from 
Misadventure was returned. 

His Honour Judge Parry was once rebuking in a county court case, 
says the Krening Standard, a man for backing up his wife in what 
was not only an absurd story, but one in which the judge could see he 
had no belief. ‘‘ You should really be more careful,” his Honour said, 
‘*and I tell you candidly I don’t believe a word of your wife's story.” 
‘You may do as yer like,’’ he said mournfully, *‘ but J’ve got t 
The sigh of envy at the comparative freedom of the judge's position as 
compared with his own was full of pathos. 


In his evidence given before the Royal Commission on Public Records, 
Sir Henry Maxwell-Lyte, Deputy-Keeper of Public Records, said ink 
was not allowed to be used in the search rooms. Once a spot of ink 
got on a table, and it made a long line on a roll as it was rolled up. 
Indelible pencils were now provided in the public search room. ‘ The 
first week I was at the office,”’ Sir Henry added, ‘‘ I saw there were 108 
sacks about the size of coal sacks in a corridor on the top-floor. | 
asked what they were, and was told they were unsorted miscellanea of 
Chancery. I had them sorted, and out of them came the agreement 
between John and the barons at Runymede. I am afraid there are 
not likely to be any more discoveries of that kind, because this sorting 
is nearly completed now.”’ 

In the House of Commons, on Wednesday last, Mr. Rendall asked 
in what way the Government proposed to deal with the situation 
resulting from the speech of Mr. Teslies Grantham at Liverpool, on 
the 7th of February. Mr. Asquith said that his Majesty’s Government 
have given full consideration to this matter, the gravity of which, as 
I said the other day, they entirely recognise. They observe with satis 
faction, bat without surprise, that the speech referred to has been 
universally and emphatically condemned by professional and publi 
opinion. In the hope and belief that this unanimous verdict of censure 
will prevent a recurrence of a situation so inconsistent with the judicial 
character of the. best traditions of the Bench, they do not propose on 
this occasion to take the extreme step of an address to the Crown 
for the removai of the judge. 

We understand that Mr. Justice Bucknill, the President of the Law 
Society (Mr. H. J. Johnson), the Vice-President (Mr. W. J. Humfrys), 
the Chairman of the Legal Education Committee (Mr. R. A. Pinsent), 
Sir Homewood Crawford (City solicitor), and Messrs. Garrett, W. A. 
Sharpe and Welsford (members of Council), Sir John Macdonell, the 
Provost of University College, London (Dr. Gregory Foster), and 
Master T. Willes Chitty, are among the distinguished guests who have 
accepted the invitation of the principal and teacning staff of the Society 
to meet the Society’s past and present students on Tuesday evening 
next. The first part of the programme will consist of musical contri- 
butions by amateurs; the second will be occupied by Dr. F. Byrd-Page's 
clever feats of prestidigitation. About 150 guests have expressed their 
intentipn of being present. 





On the order for the second reading in the House of Lords of the 
Perjury Bill on the 23rd ult., the Lord Chancellor said the Bill was 
the first of a series of Bills which he proposed to introduce for the 
purpose of the consolidation and codification of the criminal law of this 
country. This was a thing in itself very desirable, both for their own 
sakes at home and also because there had deen from time to time 4 
demand from the Colonies and Dependencies of the Crown for some 
statutory statement of what the criminal law of England really was 
so that they might adopt it as far as they could. The Bill was read a 
second time in the last Parliament, and was referred toa Joint Committee 
of both Houses, over which he had the honour to preside. The Com 
mittee met some eight or ten times, and they did their very best simply 
to reproduce the existing law, both statutory and common. That, he 
thought, they had succeeded in substance in doing. It was only right, 
however, to tell their lordships that the Bill introduced a very slight 
alteration in the law, which arose from the fact that there were scores, 
if not hundreds, of different Acts of Parliament which contained the 
law relating to perjury and the punishment of it, and to false state. 
ments not on oath and the punishment of them, and these they had to 
consolidate with the common law on the subject. It so happened that 
those who had drawn many of these Acts in the past never took the 
slightest trouble to see that the punishments for the same class of 
offence in one Act corresponded to the punishments for the same class 
of offence in the other Acts of Parliament, and if, therefore, they had 
absolutely reproduced the offences and the punishments for them - 
they appeared in the statutes they would have had an enormous schedule 
which would have shown not any very great diversity, but still diversity 
without any apparent reason and without any practical jastéBcattcn, 
They had loyally attempted to reproduce the existing law. It ha 
been a very laborious business—twelve pages of the Bill were taken . 
with repeals of old statutes—and he was sure that all the members © 
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the Committee did their very best, and they came to a unanimous 
decision, without having differed upon any single point. He trusted 
that, in these circumstances, their lordships would not think it neces- 
sary in this Parliament to again send to another Committee, which 
would probably be compused of the same persons, a Bill which was so 
fully considered only last year, but would accept the finding of that 
Committee as if it were made this year. The Bill was read a second 
time. 

In the House of Commons on the 22nd ult., Sir C. Henry asked the | 
Prime Minister if consultative committees, as recommended in the | 
report of the Royal Commission on Justices of the Peace, had been 
appointed ; and, if se, would he state the counties where such com- 
mittees are at present engaged in co-operating with lords lieutenant. 
Mr. Asquith said :—Committees have been appointed in some and will 
be appointed in the other counties, as necessity arises for the selection 
of new Justices. There are 95 counties or liberties in Great Britain 
(exclusive of Lancashire), and 216 cities and boroughs, with separate 
Commissions of the Peace, and it is not practicable to classify the 
counties and state at present what stage the work of committees 
already in existence has reached. I may add that the Chancellor of 
the Duchy of Lancaster has appointed an Advisory Committee who are 
at present engaged for the County Palatine in co-operating with the 
lord lieutenant. He is considering the appointment of other advisory 
committees in connection with the boroughs. 











Royat Navat Coiiece, OsBorne.—For information relating to the 
entry of Cadets, Parents and Guardians should write for ‘‘ How to 
Become a Naval Officer’? (with an introduction by Admiral the Hon. 
Sir E. R. Fremantle, G.C.B., C.M.G.), containing an illustrated 
description of life at the Royal Naval Colleges at Osborne and Dart- 
mouth.—Gieve, Matthews, & Seagrove, 65, South Molton-street, Brook- 
street, London, W. [Apvr.] 





Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 





Rota ov Reaisteans tn ATTENDANCE Ow 
Date Emernoexvcy Aprrrat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. Rota. No. 2. Jovor. Bwiwrer Eapy. 
Monday, March 6 Mr Rorrer Mr Beal Mr Farmer Mr Greawell 
7 Leach Borrer Bloxam Real 
Farmer Leach Theed Borrer 
Bloxam Farmer Charch Leach 
Theed Bloxam Synge Farmer 
Charch Theed Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
” Warrmorox. Nevitie Parres. ove. 
Monday, March 6 Mr Church Mr Leach Mr Theed Mr Goldschmidt 
Tuesday .....5. 7 Synge Farmer Church Greswell 
Wedreaday 4 Goldschmidt Bioxam Synge Beal 
Thursday » © Greswell Theed Goldschmidt Borrer 
Fridav .. . 10 Real Church Greswell Leach 
Saturday ......... ll Borrer Bynge Beal Farmer 





Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, Feb. 24. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limitep 1m OmanceryY. 


Bosyor Assemety Rooms Assoctatiow, Lrp — Creditors are required, on or before 
Mar 25, to send in their names and addrerses, and particulars of their debts or 
Sime, to Harry Edmund Griffin, 66, High et, Bognor. Staffarth, Bognor, solor for 
iquidator 

Bouxrpary Woot awp Harr Works, Lrn—Petn for winding up. presented Feb 14, 
directed to be heard at the Court House, Upper Edmont:n, on Mar 6,at 10. Haslam 
& Sanders. Moorvate st, solor for the petrer. Notice of appearing must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Mar 4 

Fostex & Jonss, Lrp— Petn for winding up, presented Feb 21, directed to be beard on 
Mar 7. Aylett, Brook House, Walbrock, solor for petner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Mar 6 

G.iepuott Twp Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before Mar 28, to send their 
rames and addresses, and the particulars of thsir debts or claims, to Greenwood 
Lacy Hirst, 8, Bond et, Dewsbury, liquidator 

Joux Davies & Co (Cuowsent), Lrp— Creditors are required, on or before Mar 18, to 
send ir names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to 








Dearden, 20 and 22, Chancery In, Bolton, liqni*ator 

Lowpow Macuine 81x Co, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before April 3, to send 
ther names and addresees, and the particulars of their de ts or claims, to Achille 
De Smet, 134, Dunraven rd, Shepherd’s Bush. Harris & Co, Finsbury eq, tolors 
to the ] quidator 

Mtaxz1 Correz Eerates, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before April 8, to send 
their names and resses, and the particrlars of their aebts or claims, to Thomas 
Granville Smith, 64, Tudor st, Blackfriars, liquidator 

Picken Baoruers, |. rp—Creditors are required, on or before March 391, to send their 
names and advresses, »nd the particulars of their debts or claims, to Oscar Berry, | 

t House, M t eq. Evans & Co, Theobalds rd, Beaford row, solors 

to the liquidator 





London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Feb. 23. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES 
Lierrep 1m Cuawozry. 

aang Reams Gaserre, Lro—Ovosivore are req tired, on or before April 15, to send 

r names , any ® particulars of t.eir debts 
Merrick, Salisbury Hoass. Lon :on wel aemgencncerea 
Rawat Sysxptcare, Lo -Creditors are required,on or before Mar 15, to send their 
waved I wasn ee and gt ges ay 4 debts or claims, to Algernon 

— the iqu ng at, pside. wwoby Mo:ris, Qieen st, Cheapside, | 


Rerwsvaance awp Guaganrer Corporation, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented 
Jan 24, directed to be heard Mar 14. Rawle & Co, 1, Redford row, for Peace & Ellis, 
Wiwan,solors fom petvers. Notice of avpearing must reach the above-named not 
later than 4 o'clock ia the afternoon of Mar 18 

Lozratye Drereice, Lrp (iw Liguipation)—Oreditors are required, on or before 
April 18, to send their names and acdresses, and ths rarticulars of the r debts or 
claims. to William Barclay Peat and John Broad, 11, Ironmonger In. Crump & Sons, 
Leadenhall st, solors for the liquidators ‘ 

Russian Estates axp Muves, Lrp- Cred'tors are required, on or before April 15, to 
send their names and address*s, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Chas, Merrick, Salis>ury House, London wall 

Usrrep Britisa ann Russtaw Commence, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before 
Ap il 15, torend their names ani adereeses, and the particulars of their debts or 
claims, to Chas. Merrick, liquidator, Salisbury House, London wall 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 
Mar. 6.—Messrs. Jowzs, Lawa & Co.,at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Properties, Ground 


rents, &c. (see advertisement, back pave, Feb 11). 
Mar 16—Mesera, Faneproruer, Evtis, Eoxrtowr, Basacn & Co,, at the Mart, 


at 2: Renta! of £449 per annum (see advertirement, page v, Feb, 25). . : 

Mar. 16.—Messrs, Roerrs, Caspmay, & Tuomas, at the Mart, at_2: Freehold Resi- 

d ences (see advertisement, page v, this week). 
Result of Sale. 
Reversions, Grounn-xeyts, Stocks, Depenruxes, anp Suances. 

Mesars, H. B. Foster & Crawrrecn beld their usual Fortnightly Sale (No. 926) of the 
above-ramed interesta, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E..., on Thuraday last, when 
the fo'lowing Lots were told at the prices named, the total amount realized being 
£28,617: — 

ABSOLUTE REVERSIONS— 





Sold £225 
£8” 


To £ eee cee eee oes o. 
To £2,350 ion - eco eve ; ove vce oe ooo 
To abent £15,000 - ooo eee ooo ose ote — eee »» £6,050 
To £10,944... one ove eve on ose eee ove se =p 25,600 
or wee wee eee a oof “ee ee wee ” £5,6 9 
=" ss allen, eaee NA oh — = oe 
To Shares of £18,700 , eee ono oe ooo oie 20 £140 
To £4.364 : a a aes ooo ose eee int we = gp «=~8,000 
GROUND-BRENTS, &c.— 
One-eighth of One-third of £1,800 per annum, subject to 
Annuities - - poe coe eee oes eee a | (8 £650 
A frrther One-eighth of One-third share _... _ » gp £080 
ONE £500 DEBENTORE in tne City Liberal Club, and SHARES pm 
‘ one ‘ oo 88 


in various other undertakings eee ‘ 


Creditors’ Notices. 


Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day oF Ciarm. 
London Gazett:.—Frivay, Feb. 24. 
Bexwosor, Jacon, Upper North st, Poplar March 18 Lyons v Michaels, Joyce, J 


Philbrick & C , Basinghall +t - 

Kwrear, E vey, Driffiela, York Ma-ch 31 Norris v Walker, Joyce, J Eatill, Melton 

Watney, Watrer Cuartes 82rp. Oatlands Pak, Surrey March 31 Watney v Gold 
Swinfen Fady and Neville,JJ Wiikineon, Cannon st 


London Gasette.—Tunsvay, Feb. 28. 
Burrs, Mary, Eastbourne March 30 Carr v Hickling, Warrington, J Rawlinson & 


Son, “ew Broad st 
Murrow. Ropert Josern, Rydon cres, Clerkenwe!l March 14 Webb v Evans and 

Others, Judge in Chambers, Room 694, Reyal Courts Blott, Broadway, Stratford 
Oatas, Wrut1am, Nantwich, Chester, Hotel Proprietor March 30 Broomhall v Levitt, 


Swinfen Eady and Neville, JJ Speakman, Crewe 








Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Feb, 24. 


BANKS, JouN, Pendlebury, Lancs March 31 Woodcock, Manchester 

BELL, ALEXANDER ADAMSON, Southsea Maren 26 Sherwin, Portsmouth 

BLOORE, WIL1IAM FURNIVAL, Audiey, Stafford, Farmer March 24 Till, Newcastle 
under Lyme ° 

BREARL¥Y. ELIZABETH, Rochdale 

CoyNnk, THOMAS, Lreds, Leeds, Labourer 

DARBY, THOMAs, Cose'ey, Stefford Mareh 13 


March 31 Standring & Co, Rochdele 
March 18 Morgan, Leeds 
Hooper & Fai: bairn, Dudley 


DARBY, MARY JANR, Coseley, Stafford March 13 Hooper & Fairbain, Dudley 

Eapy, HENRY, Belsize rd, Kilourn, Builder March 31 Smith & Bon, High rd, 
Kilburn : : 

FLower, Rev Canon WALKER, Dover March 31 Nussey & Fellowes, Great Win- 


chester st 

FORRESTER, ALEXANDER CUNNINGHAM, Kemplay rd, Hampstead, Architect 
Gan len & Co. Gray's inn rq , 

FOWELL, ARTHUR DUNCAN ANDEEW, Hopton, Suffolk, Solicitor 
Co, Norwich 

GoLps, HARRY BURNET, Sutton, Surrey, Colonial Broker March 22 
at, Chespside 

Grinprop, Betty, Rochdale March 31 Chadwick, Rochdale , : 

Harris, HENKY, Hurlingham, Fulham April 20 Tredgold & Narlian, Lincoln's Inn 


flelde , 
HARRISON, CHARLES WEIGHTMAN, Cardiff, Coal Exporter March 31 Yorath & Jones, 


Cardiff ; 

HEATHORN, THOMAS BRIDGES, Wilton pl, Belgrave sq April4 Field & Co, Lincoln's 
Inn fields 

HEPBURN, WILLIAM ARNOLD, Well walk, Hampstead, Solicitor 
Chancery lu 

Horsey, HANNAH MARY, Hartlepool March 21 Bell, West Hartlepool 

HILL, HUBERT WILLIAM, Weobley, Hereford, Farmer Aprill Wallis, Hereford 

HUGHES, ANNE FRANCES, Mount st April6 Rebins & Co Lincoln's Inn fields ’ 

JAMIESON, HARRY JAMES YOUNG, Fowey, Cornwall March 20 Rashleigh & Co 
Lincoln's Inn flelds 

Jones, JANE, Great Meols, Chester April1 Hudson, Ho‘ lake 

KNo?T, ANN MARY Congleton, Chester March 25 Heaton & Son, Burslem 

Lows, HANNAH, Salford March 31 Walker, Manchester 

MACKINLAY, JOHN CAVERHILL, Walbrook, Metal Broker April 11 Birch & Rees 
Devonshire chmbrs, Bishopsgate 


March 25 
March 25 Fowell & 


Merrick, jun, King 


April 10 Hepburn, 
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MARSDEN, the Rt Rev Mons gnor Canon THoMAS JOHN, Birkenhead, Chester March 31 
Gradwell & Co. Liverpool 

MCDOUGALL, HILDA Withington, Manch ster March 25 Hall & Co, Manch ‘ster 

MOGUIRE, SUSAN JANE, Stokes Croft, Bris'ol M-r h3l Hunt & Co, Bristol 

NICHOLSON, ELIJAH Peakson, Vacre, Cumbe:land, Farmer March 14 Scott & Co, Pen- 


rith 

PANTLIN, ANN MARY, Westbourne Park rd March 31 Smith & Son, High rd, Kil 
burn 

PARSONS, FREDERICK WILLIAM Hopson, Huntspill, Somerset April8 Dickinson & Co, 
Weston super Mare 

PEARSON, "arm OcZMAN, Bradwell, Suffolk, Farmer March 16 Lynde, Great Yar- 
mouth 

Prpgkeno, Rev Josern, Ashworth rd, Maida Vale March 31 Lindo & Co, West st, Fins- 
bury circus 

PLATT- HIGGINS, FREDERICK, Horsel!, Surrey April 15 Bullock & Co, Manchester 

Prowse, HARRY, Perry Barr, Stafford Marchil Robinson, Birmingham 

}RICR, M*+hY ANN, tlereford Apiill Wabdlis, Hereford 

Prion, MARY GERTRUDE, Tanvridge Wells March22 Savory & Co, Strand 

Rick, SARAH GRACE, Bournemouth April 8 Robins & Co, Southampton 

RooKkE, ANNE MaTILpDA. Weybridge, Surrey April 2: Dawson & Co, New sq 

BKIVMORE, HARRIET, Dukes Lane chmbrs, Kensington April3 Bernard & Co, Stour- 
bridge 

SLATECM, + LIZABETH, Rhyl, Flint March 22 Jones, Rhyl 

SMITH, ARTHUR, Grafton st, Art Dealer March 31 Williams & James, Norfolk House 
Thames Embaukment 

Samir, JouN Lewis, Hereford Aprill Wallis, Hereford 

SmiTH, THOMAS, Quex rd, Kilburn, Newspaper Proprietor March 31 Smith & Bon, 
High ro, Kilburn 

STUART, KLIZA, Little Houghton, Northampton March 31 Foster & Wells, Aldershot 

1 HANK, JAMES, Thaneville, nr Marypurt, Camberland March 24 Crerarc & Mason 

Mary purt 

TROUNCER, Many ANNE, Astley,Salop April? G@ R&C Wace, Shrewsbory 

‘1URNER, Rev (MALES MICHAEL, Southampton April24 Lingards & Hamp. Manchester 

WATERS, MARGARET SAnAH, Hunstanton, Norfo.k Maich 31 Edell & Co, King st, 
( heapside 

WHITAKER, FREDENICK *PRING, Bedford gdns April 21 Aubertin, Abbey rd 

WHITAKER Ricky Warley, Halifax, Farmer March 27 Huntries, Halifax 

WILLIAMS, CAROLINE CATHERIN®, Falmouth Maren 21 Smith & Co, Truro 

WILLIAMS, EstHer, Conwil, Carmarthen March 25 Walters, Carmarthen 

WILLI-, JANET ANN, Kichwond, Surrey March 31 Crecsman & Vo, Theobalds rd 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Feb. 28. 


Abby, Sir WILLIAM NEVILLE, Romford, Kesex April 10 White & Co, Whitehall pl 

BATTERSBY, ANNA MARIA, Emsworth, Hants March 18 Stileman & Neate, 
Southampton st, bloomstury 

BRADBURY, AARON, Hyde,‘ he-ter, Plasterer March 25 Knowles & Son, Hyde 

BREWER, THOMAS DANIEL, Southwick, Sussex, Advertising Agent March 31 Crosse 
& -ons, Lan aster pl, 8 rand 

BUDGEN, EDWARD Eghem Hill, Surrey April? Barnard & Taylor, Lincoln's Inn fields 

CARDER, CALEB, Breerie, Hill, Staffs March 4 Wajidron, Brieriey Hill 

CAKNELL, ANN ELIZA, Mansfield, Nottingham March 31 Alcock, Mansfield 

CHESTE®FIELD, JouN, Wellgate, Kotherham, Yok March 25 Alderson & Co, 
Sheffield 

CLAY, CHARLES JOHN, Holly Bush Hall, Stafford April 29 Talbot & Co, Burton upon 
Trent 





Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Fatpar, Feb. 24. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


22 Ord Feb 22 


ter Pet Feo 20 Ord F, 


Asutow, Witttam Faepenicn, Worksop, Timber Merchant | Moagais, Antnur, Aberdare, Tinman Aberdare Pet Feb 


Sheffield Pet Feb2u «rd Feb 20 22 Ord Feb 22 


Bates, Watten Bows, Forest Gate, Essex, Boot Dealer | Moss, Peren Joux, High st, Whitechapel High Court 


High Court Pet Feb vi Ord Feb 21 Pet Janis Ord Feb 22 





CRAIG, ANN, Wellington, Somerset March 27 Bowerman & Gosnell, Wellington 

——- =~ Rev RicHARD, MA, DCL, Hove, Sussex April 4 Boote & Dutton, Man 
chester 

~~ om ANN, Stamford, Lincs, Fishmonger April 1 Stapleton & Son, 
Stamfor 

Dyer, WILLIAM, Brandon. Suffolk April8 Morris, Chancery In 

RADY, HENKY, Belsize rd, Kilourn, Builder March31 Smith & Son, High rd, Kilburn 

E*RpDLEY, 1HOMAS, Rs ett. Denbigh, Farmer March 25 Lughes & Bate, Wrexham 

¥COLES, BENJaMIN, Sh-ffield Apri 380 Irons, Sheffield 

FARREX-BAYNES, PERCY, Manches'er,Cloth Agent M-rch 25 Wilson & Co, Clitheroe 

FERREIRA, JOSE GERNARDO, Brace Grove, Tottenham Marcon 21 Irvine & Co, Crutched 
friars 

Forwoop, Joux, Hythe, Kent March il Gasquet &Co, Mincing In 

GADSDEN, HAROLD JAMES, Clacton on 3ea March 81 Page & Ward, Colehester 

Ha — ROBERT OLLIVER, Tokenhonse bldgs March 25 Nisbet & Co, Lincoln's inn 
felds 

HARRIS, DAVID, Maesteg,Glam March 31 Snape, Maesteg, Glam 

HITCHI¥, ALFRED, Dagenham, Ess-x April8 Edwar's, Fe church st 

H'WES. SUSAN. Uphi'l or Weston super Mire Marsh 31 Ford, Weston super Mare 

INGRAM, RICHARD FRANCIS, Bournemouth, Station Master March 25 Stow « (0, 
Lincoln's inn fields 

KNOWLES, J0OVATHAN, Rawdon, Vork, Stuff Merchant March 31 Taylor & Co, Bradford 

Newton, EmMA, Church cres, Muswell Hill April 11 Lovell & Co, Gray's inn sq 

OLDHAM, ALEXANDER ASHTON, Hyde, Chester March 31 Knowles & Son, Hye 

nn - * MARY ANN, Westbourne Park rd March 31 Smith & Son, sigh rd, 
Kilburn 

PARTRIDGE. SYDNEY, Darlaston, Stafford March 31 Slater & Co, Dariaston 

PARSON, EDWARD (}BORGE, Heston, Hoanslow March 23 Russell & Co, Norfolk st 

PIM, HENRIETTA RATCLIFFE BEDFORD, Southampton April 1 Waller & Thornback, 
Southampton 

POWRLL, SARAH, Tunbridge Wells March 23 Gower, Tanbridge Wells 

PRICHARD, JOHN RICHARD, Portmadoc, Bank Manager March 17 Lloyd George & 
George |Cricecieth 

PUCKRIN, WILLIAM CoATES, Ganton, York, Farmer March 28 Tasker & Co, Scar- 
boroengh 

RIDLEY, ESTHER ANN, Ipswich April 11 Ridley, Southampton 

Kopeon, THOMAS, North Shields March 14 Johnson, North Shiclas 

SCHMIDT, CATHERINE, Fulford, York March 31 W & k H Foster, Leeds 

SMITH, THOMAS, Quex rd, Kilburn, Newspaper Proprietor March 31 Smith & Son, 
High rd, Kiiburn 

SOUTHWELL, Georges BULL, Wateringbury, Kent March 25 Ffooks & Grimley, 
8t erborne 

STANSFIELD. WILLIAM, Crosagates, Leeds, Farmer April 10 Nelson & Co, Leeds 

STRONG, JOHN, Bickleigh, Devon, Innkeeper March 31 Fisher, Tiverton 

TURNER, MuURRAY, Warrington cres, Maida Vaie March 30 Kelsey, Cop- 
thall av 

VALLENTIN, GRIMBLE, Lambeth rd April 1 Laytons, Budge row 

WALKER, JOSEPH, Smyrna, furkey, Engineer March 25 Crump & Son, Leadenhall st 

WHITEHOUSE, SARAB, Camphill, Birmingham April7 Pointon & Evershed, Birming- 
bam 

WooLwAy, ELLEN, Hanham, Gloucester, General Draper April 12 O'Donoghue & 
Forbes, Bristol 

WRIGHT, ELIZaBETH, Heaton, Bradford Aprill Jeffery, Bradford 

WRIGHT, FITZHERBERT, Bournemouth April 8 Thicknesse & Hull, Little College st, 
Westminster 





Marr, Jonw Enyest, Cleobury Mortimer, Salop, Baker | Cortax, Farpericx Witiiam Jony, Muswell av, {Musw:ll 
Kidderminster Pet Feb zl Ord Feb2i 
Maatiy, Jonn. Seaford, Sussex, Grocer Lewes Pet Feb | Davies, Aineat Exoca Li 


hil), Builder Mar 6 at 12 Bankrupteyjbidgs, Carey at 
, Commercial Trave.ler 
Mar 6 at 2.30 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 


Mayo, Marx. Elmore, nr Gloucester, Labourer Glouces- | Dowaip, Curtstopuze Grorcr, Tweedmouth, Berwick 
b 20 —a Tweed, Innkeepsr Mar 7 at 12 Off Rec, 30, 
Osh 


st, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Eastow, Jons Howarp, Portsmouth, Licensed Victualler 
a 7at3 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Porte- 
mou! 


Bansyxer, Gronor ¥, Brighton, Agent High Court Pet | Pear, Masia, Croydon Croydon Pet Feb2l Ord Feb2! | Eowaups, Tuoma*, Briton Ferry, Glam, Steelworker 


Jan 26 Ord Feb 21 


Puitursos, Georoe Epwaap, Fridingworth, Lincoln, 


Mar 4at 11 Off Rec, Government bidgs, St Mary's st, 


Baven, Curt Avorr, Leeds, Warehouseman Leeds Pet Public House Keeper Lincoln Pet Feb 20 Oro Feb 20 Swansea 
Feb 2 Ord Feb 20 : Pun.irsox, Haxry, Great Grimsby, Fish Merchant | Featuerstoxe, Epwagp, Headin , Leeds, Fruit Mer- 
Beaapswoatn, Joux, Bamber Bridge, nr Preston, Whole- Great Grimsby Pet Feb 20 O1d Feb 2u chant Mar6atil Off Keo, 24, Leeds 


sale Confectioner Preston Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb 20 
— Axous, Langham st High Court Pet Nov5 Ord 
anil 
Best, Jonw iensert. Barnsley, Greengrocer Barnsley 
Pet Feb2u0 Ord Feb 20 


Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 


Baay, ALpert Eowarp, Middlesbrough, Builder Middles- | 8urrm, Atpgut, Fairteld, Bromegrovd, Nail Maker Wor- 
cester Pet Feb 21 Ord Feb 21 


brough Pet Feb6 Ord Feb 20 


at, Le 
Rora+rrosp, Apa, East Howden on T, ne, Northumber- | Frercuer, Wittram Waraex, East Looe Cornwall, Tailor 
—_ Grucer Newcastle on Tyne Pet Feb 20 Ord 
"eb 20 


Suanp, Josern, Chapeltown, nr Sheffield, Butcher Barnsley 


March 6 at 11.15 7, Buckland ter, Plymouth 
Guinness, Autave Sr Lawernce Lez, Sioane st Mar 7 
at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st : 
Hesettive, Aarravr, war, York, Hotel ae gd 

Mar 7 at 11.30 Off Rec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Mid- 


| dlesbrough 
Basopex, Jaues, Melbury rd, Kensington, Commission | 8u:rn, Groaax, Wanborough, Wilts, Dealer Swindon | Jowrs, Twente, Clydach Vale, Glam, Grocer Mar 7 at 


Agent High Court Pet Nov 10 Ord Feb 21 
Ord Feb 21 


mouth, Fish Merchant Portemouth Pet Feb 21 Ord 


Pet Feb2v Ord Feb w 

Cuarmaw Cuanrns, Jermyn st High Court Pet Nov 25 | Tayiorm, Grones ALexanper, Kingston upon Hull, Man- 
. ager Kingst: n upon Hull 
Cuautes, Hexay Wiitiam Bartiert, Eastney, Ports- | Tuomas, Joun Owen, Handsworth Estate Agens Bir- 
mingham Fet Feb 2 Ord Feb 21 


an 8t Catherine's chmbra, St Catherine st, Ponty- 

pri 

Pet Feb 21 Ond Feb 21 Lucas, Gronce Hatxes, Birmingham Mar8ati2 Rus- 
kin chmbre, 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Mayo, Maxx Louis, Elmore, nr Gloucester, Labourer 


_ Feb 2i ee : Waime.ey, Cromwett, St Annes on the Sea, Draper Mar 4ati2 Off Rec, Station rd, Gloucester 
Cooxr, Wittiam Jauen, Nottingham Nottingham Pet Preston Pet Feb8 Ord F-b 21 Neepuam, Antave Groror, Parkgate, nr Rotherhem, 
Feb 21 Ord Feb 21 Waire, Wiiisam, Broomhl:, Northumberland, General Miner Mar 8 at iv.30 Off Ree, ee In, Sheff. Id 


Crawroap, KRonsxt Cunstxnouam, Marsden, nr Hudders- 
field General Contractor Huddersfield Pet Feb 21 
Ord Feb 21 

Cortas, Farpesicn Wittsam Joux, Muswell av, Muswell 
hill, Builder High Court Pet Feb 21 Ord Feb 21 

Dowatp, Cnaistorusr Gronor, Tweedmouth, Berwick 
upon ['weed, Innkeeper Newca tle upon Tyne Pet 
Feb 18 Ord Feb 18 

Evwaaps, Tuomas, Briton Ferry, Glam, Steelworker Neath 
Pet Feb 20 Ord Feb 20 

Featurenstows, Fowanp, Headingley, Fruit Merchant 
eds Pet Feb 20 Ord Feb 20 | 

Gipson, Sixes Hewry. Liverpool, Auctioneer Liverpool 
Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 

Gotssees, Antaun St Lawaexce Laz, Sloane st High 
Crartt Pat Fist) O-t #s0 2d 

Hesectixe, Antuva, Redcar, Vork, Hotel Proprietor 
Middlesbrough Pet Feb18 Ord Feb 18 

Jonsson, E M, stoke upon Trent, Merchant Stoke upon 
Trent PetJan ‘3 Ord Feb 22 

Joux, Witiiam, Kenfig Hill, Glam, Grocer Cardiff Pet 

3 oy = Ord 4 Aa ¥ 

ones, Tuomas, Cyldach Vale, Glam, Grocer i 
Pet Feb 14 Ord Feb Qu ‘ 2 aeeaan 


Pet Dec3 Ond Dec 19 





Stourbridge Pet Feb 16 


ruptcy bldg, barey st 


Off Kee, 24, Bond at 


Dealer Newcastle upunTyne Pet Feb20 Ord Feb 20} Purirrsow, Grornce Epwarp 
Amended notice substituted fr that published in the Pu 
London Gazette of Jan 3: 
MoCaie Axpaaw, Ulverston, Draper Barrow in Furness 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
L, nde n Gazette of Feb z1: 


Tuomrsox, Cuantrs Joun, Wollaston, Worcester, Innkeeper 
Ord Feb 16 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Ayxprews, CaArtsgs, «Hastings, Sustex, Grocer Mar | Saxpenson, Taomas Hewry, Sheffield, Clothier Mar 8 at 
14 at 12 County Court, 24, Cambridge rd, Hastings 113) Off Rec, Figtree in, 
Ba.es, Water tonr, Forert Gate, Essex, Bout Dealer | Stppatt, Eanzert, §) 
Maré at 1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st F 
Baryet, Groner P, Brighton, Agent Mar6atil Bank- | Surra, Georor, Wanborough, a. ~ ama Mar 6 at 4 


% vrth, Lines, 
blic House Keeper Mar7at12 Off Rec, 10, Bank 


st, Lincoln 

Paart, James Wiiitam, Portemouth Mar6at3 Off Rec, 
Cambridge june, High st, Portemouth 

Quarticx, Hewny. Exeter, Cab Proprietor Mar 4 at 1! 
Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter “gt 

Reaves, Wittsam Eaxyest, Small Heath, Birmingham, 
Baker Mar 8 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corpora- 
tion st, Birmingham 

Ruraerrorp, Apa, East Howden on = Northum ber 
land, Grocer Mar7 at 11.30 Off , 30, Mosiey st, 
Newcastle up n Tyne 


eld 
Grocer MarSati2 Off Ree, 
igtree In, Sheffield 


Rec, 38, Regent circus, Swi 


Bauer, Cunt Apo.’ 5 > eames Mar 7 at 8/| Srrasox, James, Stockton Heath, Chester, Baker Mar 


4 at 11 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 


Le 
Biacka, Jon» Ricnarp Todmorden, Architect Mar 4at 11 all, 
Off Reo, 18, Winokley at, Prest Tayios, Grosoe Atzxasper, Kingston up He 
Baay, Atsext Fowasp, Middl sbrough, Builder Mar 7 


Mar 7 at 12 Off Reo, York City Bank 
chmbrs, Lowgate, Hull 


KriTssiL, Tuomas Rooess, Plymouth, Architect P1 th » 
Pet Feb? Ord Feb 20 owe _— ton a ee re oe Txomrsox, Cuantes Jonx, Wollaston, Worcester, Inn- 
, Commission keeper Mar Gat 12 Off Rec, 1, Priory st, Dudley 


Lazanvs, Pixxus, Devonshire st, Cambridge rd, General | Briop«x, James, Melbury rd, Kensin 
- Agent Mar 7 at 11 Bankruptcy b . st 
Ler, CLavps Vawprey, Roseberry rd, Muswell Hill, Mer- | Cuarmax, Cuantas, Jermyn st Mar 6 at 2.30 Bank- 


Dealer High Court Pet Feb 1 Ord Feb 22 


cantile Clerk Edmonton Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 


Turven, Josern Evwix, Weymouth, Firewood Merchant 
Mer 7 at 12.45 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine +t, 


ury 
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Warre, Wrtram, Broomhill, Northumberland, General 
Dealer Mar 7 at 12.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, New- 
castly upon Tyne 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

Asnroy, Wituiam Fasperick, bg Timber Merchant 
Sheffield Pet Feb 20 Ord Feb 

Bass, Watter Bows, Forest Go re Boot Dealer 
High Court Pet Feb 21 = Feb 21 

Bauer, Curt Apotr, ceeds, W: an Leeds Pet 
Feb2 Ord Feb 20 

Bgxcovrrcu, -¥~Fy Parade, Sens Green, Boot Maker 
Barnet Pet Feb1 Ord Feb 2 

Best, Joux Hexpear, Barnsley, Yorks, Greengrocer Barns- 
ley Pet Feb20 Ord Feb 20 

Bowrzay, ALreep, Portman mews South, Oxford st, 
Builder High Court Pet Jan 24 Pet Feb 20 

Csastes, Heway WitiiamM Bantiett, Eastney, Ports- 
—_ Fish Merchant Por th Pet Febzl Ord 





Feb 2 
Cuivre, _ Southport, Mining Engineer Wigan Pet 
Feb2 Ord Feb 22 
Cooxs, Witiiam seme Nottingham Nottingham Pet 
Feb 21 Ond Feb 
Curiay, Furpericx ities Joux, Muswell av, Muswell 
Hill, Builder High Court Pet Feb 21 Ord Feb 21 
ps Go_ppeaces, 8i1¢1emonp Simon, Tolgarth mans, Barons 
court, arcane Agent High Court Pet April ll 
Ord Feb 2 
Dowap, + Groner, Twerdmouth, Berwick 
u Tweed, Innkeeper Newcastle upon Tyne Pet 
eb18 Ord Feb 18 
Epwarps, Atrsrp Sauvet, Bow, Stone Merchant High 
Court Pet Jan 23 Ord Feb 20 
Epwaxps, Tuomas, Briton Ferry, Glam, Steelworker Neath 
Pet Feb 20 Ord Feb w 
Featuexstoxe, Epwarp, Headingly, Leeds, Fruit Mer- 
chant Leeds Pet Feb 20 Ord Feb 20 
Fismixorr, Basi, Wiiraep, Sigdon rd, Hackney Downs, 
Mineral Water Manufactuier High Comt Pet Jan 
23 Ord Feb 20 
Guineess, Antuur St ee Lez, Sloane st High 
Court Pet Feb20 Ord Feb 
Hess.tine, Axtuvn, Redcar. York, Commercial Hotel 
Proprietor Middlesbrough Pet Feb 18 Ord Feb 18 
Joxzs, Stayiey, Walthamstow, Essex Timber Merchant 
Court Pet Jun 31 Ord Feb 22 , 
Joxzs, Tuomas, Clydach Vale, Glam, Grocer Pontypridd 
Pet Feb 14 ra Feb 20 
Kanay, Louis, Moezs, Gore a Victoria Park High Court 
Pet Nov 17 Ord Feb 1 
Lucas, Groza <1 ) a Birmingham Pet 
Feb 16 Ord Feb 
Marr, Joun Exxzst , oe Mortimer, fake. Baker 
Kidderminster Pet Feb x1 Ord Feb 2 
Maatiy, Jon», sleaford, Sussex, Grocer tom Pet Feb 
‘Ord Feb 22 
wow, ome Brixton 1rd High Court Pet Oct20 Ond 
‘eb 22 
Mayo, Marx Lovie, Elmore, nr Gloucester, Labourer 
Gioucester Pet Feb vu Ord Feb 20 
Morus, Axtaur, Aberdare, Giam, Tinwan Aberdare 
Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 
om | <a Croydon, Surrey Croydon Pet Feb 21 Ord 
21 


Pumisrsox, Grorce Epwarp, Faldingworth, Lincoln, 
Ay 4 House Keeper Lincoln Pet Feb 20 Ord 
e 

Paiuipson, Hewry, Great Grimsby, Fish Merchant 
Great Grimsby Pet Feb 20 Ord Fet 20 

Rusexsit, Axtaur Stspuex, Peckham Park rd, Dealer in 
Jewelery High Court Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 20 

——e— Apa, kast Howdon on Tyne, Northumber- 
ay Grocer Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Feb 20 Ord 
Feb 22 

Buarr, Joseps, Terr Sheffield, Butcher Bains- 

ft ley A satay Hf ~ Bi Nailmak Wor 

wits, ALBERT, Fairfie romegrove ailmaker or 
cester Pet Feb 21 Ord F ; 

Sartu, G@rosar, Wanborough, Wilts, Deakr Swindon Pet 
Feb 20 Ord Feb 20 

Stravor, Jamxs, Warrlegton, Baker Warrington Pet 
Feb 10 Ond Feb 21 


Tayior, Groner I~ woe on Hull, Manager | 
21 ] 


Kingston upon Bull Pet Fe rd Feb 21 
Tuomas, Evan, Li zells, nr Bixminghem Aberystwyth Pet | 
keb 2 Urd Feb 22 
Taomas, Jonx Ownn, Handsworth, Estate Agent Birming- 
ham Pet Feb 2 Ord Feb 22 








Watnsiey, Cromwett, 
Preston Pet Feb 8 Grd Feb 22 

Wanrver, Avsent, Guildford, Tobacconist Guildford Pet 
Oct 17 Ord Feb 21 

Ware, Writax, broomhill, Northumberland, General 
Dealer Newcastle upon Tyne Pet Feb 20 Ord Feb 21 


Amended notice substit uted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Dec 6: 
Sutues, Ce Cuaetes Hewny, St Mary at Hill High Court 
Pet Oct 11 Ord Dee 1 


Amended not'ce substituted for that } 4 ablished in the 
London Gazette of Feb 
Tuowrson, Cuarces Jonx, Wollaston, ese, Innkeeper 
Stourbridge Pet Feb 16 Ord Feb 16 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 


Peet, James Hewny, Worplesdon, Surrey, Phyrician 
Guildford Adjud May 21,1910 Annu) Jan 26, 1911 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Feb. 28. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


ANDERSON, ALBERT, tie Yorks, Painter Bradford Pet 
Feb23 Ord reb 

BARRATT, GEORGE, Bawikholme, nr Howden, York, Farmer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Feb23 Ord Feb 23 

BATLEY, ARTHUR HENRY, Piccadilly circus, builder High 
Court Pet Dec 2 Ord Feb v4 

BEWICK, ARTHUR, Redcar, York, Tailor 
Pet Feb1s Ord Fcb 24 

BowEN, THOMAS, Pentre, Glam, Undergrouad Haulier 

Pontypridd Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb »3 

BRENNAND, CHARLES EVERRETT, W).a ley. 
taker Birckbuin Pet Feb23 Ond Feb 25 


Middlesbrough 


Lancaster, 


BUTTON, WILLIAM JAMES, Trowbridge, Wilts, Builder 
Bath Pet Feb24 Ord Feb 24 
COCKAYNE, FKEDFRICK, Deiby, Engineer Deiby Pet Feb 


zz Ord Feb zz 

COLE, THOMsS WILLIAM, Great Yarmouth, Fishing Boat 
Owner Great Jaimouth Pet Feby5 Ord Feb 25 

CRISP, ALFRED GEORGE, Gorles!on, Fishing Boat Owner 
Great Yarmouth Pet Febi5 Ord Febv5 

DAVIkS, REES Vinas, Glam, Collier Pontypridd Pet Feb 
23 «~Ord Feb 23 

DowNks, Lacky, Iropmonger In, Secretary 
Pet Dec 12 ‘rd Feb 24 

DUGGLEBY, JOHN PARKER, Bempton, 
Scarborough Pet Feb24 Ord Fer 24 

DUNNiNG, HARRY FRANK, Bea i: ster, 
Dorchester Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

ELMORE, GEORGE HEN» Y, Cheliaston, Derby, Land Agent's 
Clerk Derby Pet keb2z Oru Feb 23 

FARRER, R:CHARD, Bournemouth, Garage Manager 

et Feb v3 Ord Feb vs 

FENWICKE, GEORGE GERALD CHARLES, Stockerston, 
Leicester Hi bh Court Pet Febi Oru Feb & 

FEN WICK, GEOKGE, Uppingham, Rutiand Leicesier Pet 
Feb19 Ord kev 24 

FowLgER, WILLIAM HENRY, Chilson, nr Charlbury, Oxford, 
farmer Oxf-rd Pet Fev 25 Ord Feb 26 

GCSLING, ZADA KATE, Ipswich Ipswich Pet Feb 25 Ord 
Feb 25 

HAGuE, GrEorGE, Worrall, ur Sheffield, Faimer Sheffield 
Pet Feb 24 rd Feb 74 

HEYs, JAMES SAMUKL, Poot'e, Lancs, T.mber Merchant 
Liverpoo!t Pet keb 10 Ord Feb 24 

Hicains, ROPERT, Upper Berkeiey st 
Febl Oru Feb 24 

JOHNSON, FKEDEKICK THOMAS, Heacham, Nor'olk, 
Builder King’s Lynn Pet Feb 1t (1rd Feb 23 

KEELER, GEORGE LAVID JOHN, Lydden, nr Dover, Licensed 
Victualler Canierbury Petteb25 Ord Feb 25 

LERMAN, AARON, Midadlesbrovgh, Agent Middlesvrough 
Pet Feb vs Ord Feb 23 

LEWIS, ARTHUR VALENTINE, Kington, Cycle Agent Leo- 
minster Fet Feb 24 Urd Feb 24 

MADDER, CHARLES BUTCHER, Bedford, Cab Proprietor 
Bedford Pet Feb 24 Uru Feb 24 

MARRIAN, CHARLES JOHN, and HARRY ERNEST WELLS, 
Mincing In High Court Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb i4 

METZNER, LaONARD CLYDE PALMER, Norwich, Dentist 
Nirwich Pet Febil Ord Feb v2 

MURDOCH, JAMES, Portemouih, Stationer Portsmouth 
Pet Jan v5 Ord Feb 22 

| Hamas, JOSEVH, Mancheater, 
keb4 Ord Fev 24 

| NEWBRRY, ERNEST PRESTON, New Malden, Surrey 
Decorator sagen, ouny Pet Janll Ord Febv3 


High Court 
Yorks, Farmer 


Durset, Faraer 


Poole 


High Court Pet 


Bhipper Manchester Pet 





St Annes on the Sea, Lancs, Draper | | NICKLIN, GRoRGE JaMuS, Birmingham, Commercial Tra- 


veller Birmingham Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 

PEscio, James, Great Yarmouth, ee 
Yarmouth Pet Feh 24 Ora Feb 

PITCHEr, WILLIAM, Lowestoft, Carter Great Yarmouth 
Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 

PoTTER, MITCHELL Epwin, Eastover. Bridgwater, Outfitter 
Bridgwater Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 23 

PoTTicaRY, SARAH ANN, Croydon, Fancy Goods Dealer 
Croydon Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 23 

Potts, WILLIAM, Anslow, — ord, 
Trent Pet Feb v3 Ord Feb 23° 

RYAN, G Owen, Blenheim cres, Notting Hill, Journaliat 
h ivh Court Pet Febs Ord Feb 23 

SCAMMELL, FRANK, Branksome, Dorset, 
Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 

SCOTT, FRED, Stockton on Forest, Yorks, Farmer York 
Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 

SOAME, Sir CHARLES BH Dawley, Salop, Beronet Shrews- 
bury P t Dec 30 Ord Feb 22 

STURGES, JOHN EDWARD, Northampton, Baker 
ampton Pet Feb 2t Ord Feb 21 

SUTHERLAND, DANIEL DUREND, Clapham rd 
Pet Jan 30 Ord Feb 23 

SWAiN, EDWARD, Sellindge, Kent, Butcher 
Pet Feb v5 word Feb 5 

THOMAS, OWEN EDWARD, Bangor, Chemist 
Feb 23 (rd Feb 23 

TRAFFORD, H E, Upper Woburn pl, 
(curt Pet Nov29 Ord Feb 23 

TRAVIS, ALBERT, Gorton, Man: hester. Machine Merchant 
Manchester Pet Feb°S Ord Feb 2> 

Tysog, CHARLES, and JoHN Tysok, Northampton, Boot 
Manufacturers Northampton Pet Feb 15 Ord 

feb 25 

VINCENT, when GEORGE, Upper Parkstone, Dorset, Con- 
fectio er Poole Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 

WALKER, THOMAS, Little Harwood, nr Blackburn, Farmer 
Blackburn Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 23 

WATKIN, DAVID WILLIAMS, lontlottyn, Glam, Builder 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Fev °4 Ord Feb 24 

W180", EDWARD, Leeds, Auctioneer Leeds Tet Feb 23 
Ord Feb 23 


Great 


Builder Burton on 


Builder Poole 


North- 
High Court 
Canterbury 

Bangor Pet 


Auctioneer High 


FIRST MERTINGS, 

ANDERSON, ALBERT, Earby, Yorks, Painter Mar 0 at 11 
Off Kee 12, Vuke st, Bradford 

ASHTON, WILLIAM FREDERICK, Worksop, Timber Merchant 
Mar 8atl Off Rec, Figtree In, Shettield 

BARkKATT, Grok@r, Bawikhol:e nr Howden, Farmer 
Mar ¥ at lz Off Rec, York City Bank chmbrs, Lowgate, 
bull 

BATLEY, ARTHUR HENRY, Piccadilly circus, Builder Mar 10 
atl Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 

BELL, ANGUS, Langham st Mar 10 at ll 
bidgs, Carey st 

BERCOVITCH, LEWIS, Stoney In, Shoreditch, 
Mar 10 at 12 14, Bedford row 

BEST, JOHN HERBERT, Barnsley, Yorks, Greengrocer Mar 
8 at 10.30 Off Rec, 7, Kegent st, Bar ssley 

Biss+X, ALBEMT HENRY, Griftthstown, Mon, Bootmaker 
Mar Sat 13.15 Off Kec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, 
Mon 

3OWEN, THOMAS, Pentre, Glam, Underground Haulier 
Mar » at 11,45 Off Ree, St Catherine chmobrs, St, 
Catherine st, Pontyridd 

CHARLES, HENRY WILLIAM BARTLETT, Kai-n»y, Porte- 
mouth, Fish Merchant MarQat3 Off Rev, Clapham 
junc, High st, Portsmo:.th 

CLIFF, ALBEnT, Southport, Lance, 
Mar 13at3 19, kxch«nge st, B lton 

COOKE, WILLIAM JAMES, Nuttingbam Mar Sat 11 Off 
Rec, 3, Cestie pl, Parkst, Nettiny bam 


Bankrv ptcy 
soot Maker 


Mining Engineer 


CRAWFORD, ROBEKT CUNNINGHAM, Uddingston, Lanark, 
General Coutractor Mar 10 at 2.30 The George 
Hotel, Huddersfield 

CRUDGINGTON, WALTER, Moseley, Worcester Stamper 


er S at 11 Kuskin climbra, 1/1, Corporation st, 

Birmingham 

DAVIES, KEES, Dinas, Glam Collier Mar 9 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, St Catherine's chmbrs, St Cath: rine st, Pouty 
pridd 

DUGGLEBY, JOHN PARKER, Bemptn. York, Farmer Mar 
Wat 4 Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 

FARRER, RICHARD, Bournemouth Mar 10 at 10 110, 
High st, Poole 

FENWICK, GEOKGE. Uppingham, Rutlard 
Otf Kec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 


Mar 10 at 3 


THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 


24a, MOoOORGATZE 


FUND, LIMITED, 


ESTABLISHED IN 1880. 


STREET, Lonpownm, 





EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 








SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 ee to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the 
Girection a supervision of the Oorporation. 








Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting ia Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sent 
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FENWICKE, GEORGE GERALD CHARLES, Stockerston, 
Leicester Mar Wat iz Bankruptcy, bidgs, Carey st 

Fort, Jonn, THOMAs Fort, and WAutEr Fort, Watchet, 
Somerst, Wheelwrights Mar 8 at 3.15 10, Hammet 
at, taunton 

GOsLine, ZAvA Kate, Ip wich 
Ipswich 

GRivFirus, THOMAS SeTH, Lydney, Glos. Builder Mar § 
at 11.45 Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, 
Mon 

Hiaetns, Rurert, Upper Berkeley st 
Bankruptcy bldgs, ‘arey st 

HOLLINS, CHarRLes, Leek, Stafford, Cycle Agent Mar 9 
at11.30 Off Rec, 23, King Edward st, Macclesfield 

HOWELL, EDWARD De LA Tour, Bristol, Timber Mer 
chant Mar 8 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin at, 
Bristol 

JEWELL, THOMAS, Liangyfelach, Glam, Builder Mar 8 at 
11.90 Off Government bidg+, St Marys st, 
Swansea 

Jouns, WILLIAM, and Thomas Jonn Norman, Swaneea, 
Builders MarSat il Off Rec, Government bidgs, &t 
Mary's st, Swansea 

LAZARUS, PINKUS, Devonshire st, Cambridge rd, General 
Dealer MarSatili Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

LERMAN. AARON, Middlesbrough, Agent Mar 9 at 11.30 
ff Res, Court chmbre, Albert rd Middlesbrough 

MARRIAN, CHARLES JOHN, and HAKRY ERNEST WELLS, 
Mincing 'n Mar 8 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

MARTIN, JouN, Seaford, Sussex, Grocer Mar 8 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 124, Marlborough pl, Brighton 

MoRRis, ARTHUR, Aberdare, Glam, Tinman Mar 9 at 12 
Off Rec, St Catherine's chmbra, St Catherine st, Ponty 
pridd 

Moss, PETER JouN, High st, Whitechapel 
jankruptcy bldg, Carey st 

MURDOCH, JAMES, Portamouth, S'ationer Mar 9 até 
Ree, Cambridge junc, High st, Portsmouth 

NEWBURY, ERNEST PRESTON, New Maiden, Surrey, Decora 

at 11.30 132, York rd, Westminster 


MarSat2 36, Princes st 


Mar 10 at 11.30 


Mar 8 at 11.30 


ofr 


Mar 8 at 12.15 Off 
Mon 


13” 


ALBION, Cwmeifiog, Smith 
*, 144, Commercial st, Newport 

PRAT, MARIA, Croydon Mar & at 11.30 
Westminster Bridge rd 

PHILLIPSON, HENRY, Great Grimsby, Fish Merchant 
Satil Off Rec, St Mary's chmbre, Great Grimsby 

PLATT, ALFRED WILLIAM, Birmingham, Wholesale Fruit 
Merchant Mar 8 at 12.:0 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Cor- 
poration st, Birmingham 

POTTICARY, SARAH ANN, Croydon, Fancy Goods Dealer 
MarSati2 1382, York rd, Westminster Bridge rd 

PRITCHARD, MARY ELIZABETH, Brynmawr, Brecon Mar 8 
at 12.30 «ff Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport. Mon 

REYNOLDS, MARY ELIZABETH, Sheringham, Norfolk Mar 
Sat i2.30 Off Kec, 8, King st. Norwich 

RYAN, G Owen, Blenheim cres, Notting Hill, Journalist 
Ma 8 atl Baukruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

SCAMMELL, FRANK, Branksome, Dorset, Builder 
at 10.30 100, High st, Poole 

SooTT, FRED. #tockton on Forest, York, Farmer Mar 9 at 
3 Off Rec, The Ked House, Vuncombe pl, York 

SHARP, JOSEPH, (Chapeltown, nr SheMeld, Batcher 
atill Off Rec,7, Regent st, Barnsley 

SMITH, ALBERT, Fairfie'd, Bromsgrove, Nail Maker 
Satil.30 Off Rec, 11, Copenhagen st, Wo: cester 

FOAME, CHARLES B H, Dawley, Salop Mar 11 at 11.30 

Off Rec, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

REY, JouN, Clacton on Sea, Brewer's Traveller 

atz.is Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

‘TURGES, JOHN EDWARD, Northampton, Baker 
12 Off Keo, The Parade, Northampton 

SUTHERLAND, DANIEL DUREND, Clapham 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey et 

TEDALDI, GUIsKrPR, Abertillery, 
House Keeper Marat 10.30 
cial st, Newport, Mon 

rHomas, JOHN OwkN, Handsworth, Estate Agent 
10 at 11.30 Ruskin chmbrs, 191, Corporation 
Birmingham 

TRAFFORD, H E, Upper Wobarn pi, Auctioneer 
12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

VINCENT, MARK GrorGk, Parkstone, Dorset, Confectioner 
Mar l0at 11 100, High st, Poule 

Ware, THOMAS, Highbury hill Mar 8 at 11 
bidgs, Carey st 

WILSON, EDWARD, Leeds, Auctioneer 
24, Bond st, Leeds 


York rd, 


Mar 


Mar 1° 


Mar 8 

Mar 
ET Mar 8 
Mar 8 at 
Mar 


9 at 12 


Mon, Refreshment 
Off Rec, 144, Commer- 


Mar 
st, 


Mar 8 at 


Bankruptcy 


MarSatil Off Ree 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


| ANDERHON, ALBERT, Earby, Yorks, 
| Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 23 
BARRAIT, Geornoe, Bawlkholme, nr Howden, Farmer 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 23 
BrarpswortH, JOHN, Bamber Bridge, nr Preston, Whole- 
sale Confectioner Preston Pct Feb 14 Ord Feb 24 
Bowes, THoMAs, Pertre, Glam, Underground Haulier 
Pontypridd Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 23 
sorrow, WILLIAM JAMES, Trowbridge, Wilts, 
Bath Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 
CAMPBEIL, JOHN CATHEY, Portslade, Sussex, General 
Merchant Brighton Pet Jan 11 Ord Feb 23 
CHAPMAN, CHARLES, Jermynst High Court Pet Nov 25 
Ord Feb 23 
COCKAINE, FREDERICK, Derby, Consulting Eogineer Derby 
Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 
CoLe, THOMAS WILLIAM, Great Yarmouth, Fishing Boat 
Owner Great Yarmouth Pet Feb25 Ord Feb 25 
Davies, Rers, Dinas, Glam, Collier Pontypridd Pet Feb 
23 Ord Feb 23 
DE COSTOBABIB, FREDERICK PaLLiser, Eastbourne Bast- 
bourre Pet Jan 14 Ord Feb 23 
DUGOLEBY, JOHN PARKER, Bem pton, Yorks, Farmer Scar- 
borough Pet reb24 Ord Feb 2% 
DUNNING HARRY FRANK, Beaminster, Dorset, Farmer 
Dorchester Pet Feb 25 (rd Feb 25 
FARRER, RICHARD, Bournemouth, Garage Manager Po le 
Pet Feb 23 Ord Feb 23 
Fort, Jown, Tuomas Fort, and 
Watchet. Somerset, Wheelwrights 
31 4Ord Feb 25 
FOWLER, WILLIAM [ewky, Chilson, nr Charlbury, Oxford, 
Farmer Oxf rd Pet Feb25 Ord Feb 25 
GALTON, REUBEN JOHN, Brompton rd, Licensed Victualler 
High Court PetJan 14 Ord Fel 2 
Grpson, Staes Henry, Liverpool, Auctioneer 
Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb 25 
Go_pMaN, Josern, Cardiff, Fancy Goods Dealer 
Pet Dec 31 Ord Feb 21 
GRAVES, A, Huntley rd, South Norwood, Builder Croy- 
don Pet Jan 19 Ord Feb 23 
HAGUSB, GRorGR, Worrall, nr Sheffield, Farmer Sheffield 
Pet Feb2s Ord Feb 2% 
Heys, JAM¥S SAMURL, Bootle, Lancs, Timber Merchant 
Liverpool Pet Feb10 Ord Feb 25 
JosLine, ZavA Kate, Ipswich Ipawich 
Feb 25 
Leacw, Freperick JowNn, Alkham, nr Dover, 
Canterbury Pet Feb4 Ord Feb 24 
LERMAN, AARON, Middlesbrough, Agent 
Pet Fe» 23 Ord Feb 23 
Lewis, ARTHUR VALENTINE, Kington, 
Leominster Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 
MARRIAN, CHARLES JOHN, and HARKY ERNEST WELLS, 
Mincing In High Court Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 2% 
METZNER, LEONARD CLYDE PALMER, Norwich, Dentist 
Norwich Pet Jan 11 Ord Feb 25 
Pescto, JAMES, Great Yarmouth, Confectioner 
Yarmouth Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 
PitcHER, WILLIAM, Lowestoft, Carter 
Pet Feb 26 Ord Feb 25 


Painter Bradford 


Builder 


WALTER FORT, 
Taunton Pet Jan 


Liverpool 


Cardiff 


Pet Feb 25 Crd 
Farmer 
Middlesbrough 


Cycle Agent 


Great 


PoTTeR, MITCHELL Epwin, Eastover, Bridgwater, Out- 


fitter Bridgwater Pet Feb23 (rd Feb 23 

POTTICARY, SARAH ANN, George st, Croydon, Fancy Goods 
Dealer Croydon Pet Feb 93 Ord Feb 23 

Potts, WILLIAM, Burton on Trent, Bui'der Burton on 
Trent Pet Feb23 Ord Feb 23 

REYNOLDS, MARY ELIZABETH, Sheringham, 
Norwich Pet Feb3 Ord Feb25 

SaNDERS, H, jun, Cannon st High Court Pet Jan 3 
Feb 23 

SCAMMELL, FRANK, Branksome, Dorset, Builder 
Pet Febv4 Ord Feb 24 

ScoTt, Fred, Stockton on Forest, Yorks, Fa:mer 
Pet Feb 22 Ord Feb 22 

STAITE, JOHN WILLIAM, Aberbargoed, Mon, Bootmaker 
Tredegar Pet Jau 30 Ord Feb 23 

STURGES, JOHN EDWARD, Northampton, Baker 
ampton Pet Feb v1 Ord Feb 21 

SWAIN, EDWARD, Sellindge, Kent, Butcher 
Pet Feb25 Ord Feb 25 

THomMAS, OWEN EDWARD, Bangor, Chemist Bangor 
Feb 22 Ord Feb 23 

TRAFFORD, HARPER EDWARD, Upper Woburn pl, Auc- 
tioneer High Court Pet Nov 29 Ord Feb 25 


Norfolk 
Ord 
Poole 
York 


North- 


Canterbury 


Manchester Pet Feb 25 Ord Feb 25 





2O0lst Year. 


The Oldest Insurance Office in the World. 
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Capard from Policy dated 170B 


Law Courts Branch: 40, 


DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 


] N Heap Orrice: 
63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ 
WORKMEN'S COMPENSATION, 


LIABILITY and , PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 


SICKNESS and DISEASE, 


| PLATE GLASS. 
FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 
CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


4, W. COUSINS, Distriet Manager. 


Tysom, CHARLES, and JoHN Tysox,|Northampton, Poot 
Mannfact Northampt Pet Feb 15 Ord 
Feb 25 


VINCENT, MARK GrorGE, Upper Parkstone, Dorset, Con- 
fectioner Poole Pet Feb 24 Ord Feb 24 

WALKER. Tuomas, Little Harwood, nr Blackburn, Farmer 
let Feb v3 Ord Feb 23 

WATKIN, DaVID WILLIAMS, Pontlottyn, Glam, Builder 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Feb24 Ord Feb 24 

Wuire, THOMAS, Highbury hill High Court Pet Dee 15 
Ord Feb 23 

WILson, EDWARD, Leeds, Auctioneer Leeds Pet Feb 3 
Ord Feb 23 

Wrsrow, Epwarp, Voltai e rd, Clapham, Confectioner 
High Court Pet Jani4 Ord Feb 24 


ADJUDICATION ANNULLED. 
Lake, Gioree, Upwel), Cambridge, Farm Forman 
King’s Lynn Adjud Feb17, 1908 Annu! Feb 22, 1911 








Great Yarmouth | 





Pet | 


TRAVIS, ALBERT, Gorton, Manchester, Machine Merchant | seaainataees 





> 


By APPOINTMENT 


MAPLE & GO 


LIMITED 


FURNITURE 


OFFICES 
AND 


BOARD ROOMS 


AS 
Roll-top Desks 
Writing Tables 
Nests of Drawers 
Revolving Chairs 
Filing Cabinets 
Book-cases and Stands 
Hard-wear Carpets 








always on view at the 


TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD 
GALLERIES 


Catalogues Free 




















EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 
INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited 


10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1885. OAPITAL, £500,000. 


2 in or Funded Pro- 
R-versions and Life yy ¥ x _ 
LOANS granted thereon. 

Interest on Loans may be Capualised. 
Cc. H. BArTe } Joint 
¥. H. CLAYTON, § Secretaries. 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(ESTABLISHED 1823), 

P 0 Interests in Real and Persona 
en ee ae and Life Policies, and 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 

Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,525. 
The Society has moved fiom 17, King’s Arms-yara to 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


LONDON GAZEITE (published by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—No, 120, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET, LONDON. 








fifty years in the special inserwon of all pro forma nowces, 
&c., and to solcit their contnued support. — N.B. 
borms, © for Btavuiory Nouces to ureators and 
Dissolutions Partnership, with necessary Declaration. 
Fue of “London Gazette” kept for free reference. BY 





appointment. 





Poot 
Ord 


Con- 
rmer 


iilder 











